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Digests of Recent Opinions 


RELEASE — The common law 
rule that a release of one of 
several joint tortfeasors auto- 
matically discharges the 
others was overruled by the 
Supreme Court in the Gotts- 
cho case. 

—A release of one of two tort- 
feasors does not work a dis- 
charge of the other unless it 
was so intended or unless the 
consideration given constitut- 
ed full satisfaction of the 
claim or was intended as such. 

—A release under seal does not 
import full payment but mere- 
ly discharge of a claim against 
the releasee. 

RELEASE — EVIDENCE — The 
parol evidence rule does not 
preclude proof as to whether 
the parties to a release in- 
tended to discharge a second 
tortfeasor thereby or to treat 
the consideration received as 
full satisfaction of that claim. 

RELEASE — Where a release is 
given for a sum less than a 
liquidated claim, a joint tort- 
feasor who would rely thereon 
has the burden of proving it 
was intended to relieve him of 
liability or that the sum paid 
was in full satisfaction of 
plaintiff’s claims. 

Digested from 
Clapp, S. J. A. D. rendered See. 
23, 1957. Appellate Div. Breen vy. 
Peck. For appellant — William 
E. Sandmeyer. For respondent 


an opinion by 





Aaron W. Nussman (Maurice S 
Austin, Atty.) 

Plaintiff real estate broker had 
been engaged by one Levine 
sell certain property. He 


ested defendant in the pr 
Levine then withdrew it 
the market, selling it to defer 
ant after waiting a ye 
tiff then sued Levine 
missions of 5% on th ale 
$29,000. After extensive litigation 
paid plaintiff $900 for a 
eral release under seal run- 
in Levine’s favor. The 
ase is in the usual form, with 
this clause added: 

‘and more particularly 


rging any claim held by 











Levine 





















ing to the said John J. 
growing out of the 
Sale of premises formerly owned 
by Norman Levine ... to Harry 
G. Peck or for any real estate 
sions, charges, claims or 
ema is growing out of any 
aies Ces 
Plaintiff claims in the present 
complaint that defendant and 
Le tortiously conspired to 
deprive him of his commis 
and in another count t 
fendant  tortiously in : 
with plaintiff’s right to earn the 
commission. The _ trial court 
£ranted summary judgment dis- 
missing the complaint and plain- 
tiff appeals. 
Held: The second court was 


€rroneously dismissed because 
coes not appear from the 
4avits that palpably there \ 
no such interference and clear- 
ne release to Levine would 
mot bar plaintiff’s action to re- 
cover from the defendant dam 

eS resulting from the latter’s 
s0.e tort. 





uy the 


Primary question is 
er the release barred the 
nh on the firs 
dant as a joint tortfeasor. 












In Adolph Gottscho v. Amer- 
"an Marking, 18 N. J. 467, the 
reme Court expressed its 


Probation of the common 
Tule that a release of one 
tortfeasor, stated in abso- 


Jute terms, automatically dis- 
Fareed his co-tortfeasors. bin 
fourt then went on to make th 
Pronouncement: 


“Dean Prosser forcefully 


suggests the desirable rule to be 
that a plaintiff should never be 
compelled to surrender his cause 
of action against any wrong- 
doer unless he has intentionally 
done so, or unless he has re- 
cel red such full compensation 
th he is no longer entitled to 
maintain it.’ 






The Gottscho case must be 
taken to have rejected the dic- 
tum in Judson v. Peoples, 17 


N. J. 67 supporting the common 
law rule. It also, in effect, re- 
ected the modified rule adopted 
by the Restatement, Torts Sec. 
885, and the fictive rule that a 
release under seal constitutes, 
by implication, irrebutable proof 
of payment in full. Today a re- 
lease under seal imports, not full 
payment, but merely a destruc- 
tion or extinguishment of a 
claim of the releasor against the 
releasee. 

Under the rule expressed in 
Gottscho, a release of one of two 
tortfeasors does not work a dis- 
charge of the other unless it 
so intended or unless the 
consideration given constituted 
full satisfaction of the claim or 
was intended as such. Such ques- 
tions of intention and the fur- 
ther question whether full sat- 
isfaction has been _ received, 
raise factual problems. And, the 
parol evidence rule does not 
preclude proof as to what was 
the intention of the parties to 
the release with reference to the 
the claim against the second 


Was 


(Con itinued on page 2, col. 1) 





New Plan Proposed For 
U.S. Court Rule-Making 


In its annual report to Con- 
gress the Judicial Conference of 
the United States recommends 
that the Conference be author- 
ized by law to carry on a con- 
tinuing study of federal rules of 
procedure and practice and to 
suggest revisions from time to 
to the Supreme Court. A 
proposed bill to accomplish the 
change was attached to the re- 
port 

The Conference, created by 
statute in 1922, is composed of 
the Chief Justice of the US., a: 
chairman, the chief judges of 
the federal circuits, and also a 
U. S. district judge from each 
circuit. 

The new rule-making proced- 
ure was discussed and endorsed 
by several speakers at last 
month’s ABA regional meeting 
in Louisville at a panel program 
presided over by Associate Jus- 
tice Tom C. Clark, chairman of 
the Section of Judicial Adminis- 
tration. At that time Chief Jus- 
tice Warren also sent a message 
favoring the plan. 

The plan is designed to cope 

h a practical problem. By 





« 





law, the Supreme Court is re- 
sponsible for making procedural 


rules for (1) civil actions; (2) 
bankruptcy; (3) admiralty; (4) 
criminal proceedings; (5) trial 


of petty offenses before commis- 
sioners and appeals therefrom, 
and (6) review of decisions of 
the Tax Court by the courts of 
appeal. The latter duty was plac- 
ed upon the Supreme Court in 
While rules have been 
formulated in all of these fields, 
except for Tax Court reviews, 
they are in most instances ten 
or more years old and in the 
case of admiralty rules date 
back to 1921. 

In his message to the Louis- 
ville meeting Chief Justice War- 
ren said in part: 


1954. 





(Continued on page 4, col. 5) 


Law Journal Index 

The 1957 Index to the Law 
Journal is enclosed as section 
two of this issue and is being 
sent to all our subscribers for 
reference purposes. It may be | 
removed and retained without 
effecting the remainder of 
this issue. 


New ABA Committee 
To Study Problems Of 
State Trial Judges 


(AC CN) — A special 
program’ aimed at the problems 
of the state trial judges is being 
undertaken by the section of ju- 
dicial administration of the 
American Bar Assn. 

A committee page as 
Mage hsnngench of th : Judge” 


Chicago 


ten chairman Justice Tom C. 
Clark of the U.S. Supreme Court. 
Chief Justice Robert G. Simmons 
of the Nebraska Supreme Court 
is chairman of the new commit- 
tee and Judge William J. Camp- 
bell of the U.S. District court 
here, Dean F. D. G. Ribble of 
the University of Virginia law 
school, Prof. E. Wayne Thode of 
the University of Texas school 
of law, and Atty. Fred M. Vin- 
son Jr. of the Washington, D.C 
bar are members. 

In addition, Justice Clark 
requested Chief Justice Simmons 
to select a state trial judge from 
each of the 11 federal judicial 
circuits to serve his commit- 
tee. 


World Law or World 
Holocaust 


on 


S. Rhyne* 

13 the attention 
e whole World 

.0n Oklahoma as 

ower spoke here 


by Charl 

On November 
of the people 
was centered 

President Eise1 


on the current situation as 
brought to head by the Sput- 
niks. 

Today it seems most appropri- 
ate that we lawyers focus upon 
the same ation and the 


sponsibilities which 
rusts upon law- 
to express some 


duties and re 
that situation th 
yers. I am here 


personal ews—views which 
have not yet received the ap- 
proval of the American Bar As- 
sociation and which have not 


yet been presented to our House 
of Delegates in this form. They 
are views, however, which I earn- 
estly believe are squarely within 
policies and programs which our 
Association has long sponsored. 

The urgent atmosphere in 
Washington today is clear recog- 
nition of the danger which exists 
in Russia’s great technological 
break-throughs 

Our dramatic satellite defeat 
by supposedly backward Russia 
has plunged our world-wide 
prestige to an all-time low and 
wounded our national pride. But 
self-delusion and complacency 








are gone, and that is an excel- 
lent development. With grim 
determina our leaders are 
inventorying our strengths and 
our weaknesses. With our task 
thus clarified, we will win the 
race for supremacy in capacity 
to destroy—of that I have not 


the slightest doubt. Policies and 


decisions are now being made 
which will meet the Russian 
challenge to our own Country | 


and to the entire Western Al- 


liance. 








(Continued on page 6, col. 4) 


*Prexident Amer Bar Association. Ad- 


e 53rd Annt 
Bar 





ven f 
December 


1al Con- | 
Association, 


New Jersey State Bar Examinations 
Attorneys - October 1957 


1. (a) X promises in writing to| 


construct a building for Y, ac- 
cording to stated plans and 
specifications, for $20,000; and Y 
promises, in the same 
ment, to pay X $20,000 therefor. 
The strument also provides 
that the character of all the 
window fastenings and door 
locks shall be subject to further 
agreement by the parties. Is 
this a valid contract? 

(b) X says to Y: “I will not 
ask you to promise to install an 
intra-mural telephone system 
which will work perfectly in my 
10-room motel in Asbury Park; 
but, if you care to try it, I will 
pay you $800 if you succeed.” Y 
begins the work. When it is part- 
ly finished, X revokes his offer. 


U.S. District Court 
Holiday and Recess 
Order 


In re Holidays and Recess 
Periods of the Court in 
the Year 1958 

ORDERED that, except as in- 
dicated below, the court will not 
sit during the calendar year 
1958 on the holidays and during 








the recess periods, as follows: 


Holidays 
New Year’s Day—January 1 
Lincoln’s Birthday—February 
Washington’s Birthday 
February 22 
Good Friday—April 4 
Memorial Day—May 30 
Independence Day—July 4 
Labor Day—September 1 
Columbus Day—October 13 
Election Day—November 4 
Veterans Day—November 11 
Thanksgiving Day—November 27 
Christmas—December 25 
During the period from August 
1, 1958, inclusive, the court will 
be in summer recess, during 
which non-jury trials will be 
heard pursuant to their calen- 
dar positions but jury trials will 
not be heard. During the sum- 
mer period motions will be 
heard on the dates and at the 
places set forth below; limited, 
however, to emergency matters 
and pro forma motions (such as 
interrogatories), and such other 
motions as the clerk shall list 
after conferring with the judges 
who are to sit on the specially 
designated motion days: 
at Newark 
10:00 A.M. (EDT) 
Tuesday, July 22 
Tuesday, August 12 
Tuesday, August 26 
At Trenton 
10:00 A.M. (EDT) 
Tuesday, August 5 
At Camden 
10:00 A.M. (EDT) 
Tuesday, August 19 
During the period from De- 
cember 22, 1958 to January l, 
1959, inclusive, the court will 
be in winter recess and will be 
available for emergency mat- 
ters and such other matters as 
have been set down. 
Emergency Matters 


12 


instru- | 


If Y can prove that he could 
and would have complied with 
the terms of X’s offer, how much 
if anything, is Y entitled to re- 
cover as damages? 

2. (a) C and O sign a contract 
by which C agrees to build a 
house for O for $15,000, and O 
agress to pay C $15,000 therefor. 
C then contracts with M to fur- 
nish building materials for the 
purpose. After C has laid the 
foundation for the house, C, in 
violation of his contract with 
M, fails to pay M for some of 
the materials furnished by M to 
C; whereupon, M justifiably re- 
fuses to furnish further ma- 
terials to C. 

O then orally promises M that, 


| if M will continue to furnish C 


| “Gray 


On days in the summer and, 


winter recess periods, other than 
those listed in the summer re- 
cess period above, appointments 
may be made with a judge who 
will be available for special or 
emergency matters by calling 
the office of the clerk at New- 
ark, Trenton or Camden. 
Dated: Dec. 23, 1957. 

/s/ Phillip Forman 

/s/ William F. Smith 

/s/ Thomas F. Meaney 

/s/ Thomas M. Madden 

/s/ Richard Hartshorne 


/s/ Reynier J. Wortendyke, Jr. | - 


Judges, U. S. District Court 


with materials that M had pre- 
viously agreed to furnish, he (O) 
will pay the price not only for 
the materials already furnished 
by M to C, for which C failed to 
pay, but also for all materials 
required to complete the house, 
if C fails to pay for them. 

If C completes the erection of 
the house with materials fur- 
nished by M, to what extent, if 
any, is O’s promise to M enforce- 
able by M? 

(b) X orally promises Y to buy 
Blackacre from O and to hold it 
in trust for Y, subject to the 
payment by Y of the purchase 
price of $10,000; and Y orally 
promises to pay X a commission 
of $500 for so doing. Assume that 
Blackacre has a market value of 
$12,000. 

If Y gives $10,000 to X for the 
purchase of Blackacre and O 
is willing to sell Blackacre to 
X for $10,000, but for personal 
reasons X fails to purchase it, is 

liable to Y on his (X’s) prom- 
ise? If so, for how much? 

3. (a) On June 1, 1957, Trainer 
and Rich signed an agreement 
by which Trainer promised to 
sell a famous racehorse, named 
“Grey Streak”, to Rich, for $100,- 
000, and Rich promised to pay 
Trainer $100,000 for the horse. 

The next day, before owner- 
ship of the horse was transfer- 
red, Trainer, during the course 
of a heated argument with Bet- 
tor over a wager, lunged at Bet- 
tor with a large knife. Bettor, 
in self-defense, drew his revolver 
and fired at Trainer; but the 
bullet missed Trainer and killed 
Streak”. 
contended 
death of the horse, under the 
foregoing circumstances, dis- 
charged him from all liability on 
his contract with Rich. Was 
Trainer’s contention correct? 

(b) X sells and transfers a 
cow to Y, under an agreement 
by which Y is to pay $500 to X 
if a test shows that the cow does 
not have tuberculosis, but is to 
pay nothing to X if a test shows 
that she does. The estimated 
value of the cow, in view of her 
uncertain health, is $200; but, 
if she is sound, she is worth $400. 
Is the agreement valid? 

4. (a) On Aug. 1, 1957, B pur- 
chased $5,000 worth of furniture 
from S and paid S $500 on ac- 
count, with the understanding 
that S was to deliver the furni- 
ture to B on Aug. 15, 1957, and 
that B was to pay the balance 
of the purchase price thereof 


Trainer that the 


|to S on Sept. 1, 1957. 


At the time of making the 


| purchase, B erroneously thought 
| that S was selling the furniture 


|as agent for C, who had owed 
B $5,000 for over 2 years, al- 
| though S made no representa- 





(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 
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tortfeasor or whether the con- 
sideration received was intended 
as full satisfaction of the claim. 

There is an obvious difficulty 


in determining what constitutes | 


full compensation for an un- 
liquidated claim in tort. That is 
the basis for the apparent in- 
definiteness of Prosser’s criterion 
that the cause of action should 


be barred where plaintiff “has | 
received such full compensation | 


that he is no longer entitled to 


maintain it.” The point seems to | 
be that a plaintiff should be| 


precluded from proceeding with 
the cause if the compensation 


was of such sufficiency that he | 


| JURISDICTION — MUNICIPAL 
| COURTS — Under R.R. 8:6 

prosecution for an _ offense 
| must be had in the municipal 
| court of the jurisdiction in 
which the offense was com- 
mitted and a prosecution in 


municipality is void ab initio. 


| JURISDICTION — MOTOR VE- | 


| HICLES — The driving of a 
vehicle into another munici- 


| tion is not an operation there- 
of in that municipality so as 
to make it an offense therein 
or to confer jurisdiction on 
that municipality’s magistrate. 
Digested from an opinion by 


probably thought of it as full | Barrett, J. C. C. rendered Dec. 


satisfaction. It need not here be 
decided whether the giving or 
taking of the release raises a. | 
presumption either way. Here} 
the claim is for commissions lost, | 
a liquidated sum, together with 


| 


|12, 1957. Morris County Court. 


| State v. Carlson. For the State— 


|June D. Strelecki, Dep. Atty. | 


Gen. For appellant — McDonald 
& Podesta by Charles J. 


a demand for primitive dam- | of violating R.S. 39:3-84 and ap- 


ages. However, this latter de- 
mand, though unliquidated, was 
quite apparently not within the | 
contemplation of the parties at | 
the time the release was given. | 
In such situation, the defendant, 
if he proposes to rely on the| 
release, should have the burden | 
of establishing also that the re- 
lease was intended to relieve | 
him of liability or that the $900 | 
was paid in full satisfaction of | 
plaintiff’s claims. These are 
factual issues on which the sum- | 
mary judgment was not justified 
by the affidavits filed. 
Reversed. 
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| peals. 

On Feb. 13, 
truck was being driven north on 
Route 23 in the Township of 
Pequannock by its agent when 
he was ordered to halt by a 
State Trooper. The Trooper di- 
rected the driver to follow him 


to weighing scales in the Bor- | 


ough of Riverdale at which place 
the truck and load were found 
to be overweight. Thereupon a 
summons and complaint was is- 
sued out of the Municipal Court 
of the Borough of Riverdale and 
served on defendant’s president 
|at defendant’s offices in Pequan- 


|{nock Township. Trial was sub- | 


sequently had in Riverdale and 
defendant found guilty. 

Defendant moves to dismiss 
| the case on the ground the Mag- 
|istrate of Riverdale had no jur- 
|isdiction since the offense was 
|committed in Pequannock. The 
'State contends the offense is a 
continuing one and continued 
from Pequannock into Riverdale 
and that therefore the Munici- 
pal Court of Riverdale had jur- 
isdiction. 

Held: While the 
states defendant unlawfully 
operated the vehicle in River- 
dale, this is not an actual fact 
under the conditions here. Had 
the trooper not directed the 
driver to go into the Borough of 
Riverdale, he would not have 
been in that municipality. If the 
truck had passed through two 
or more municipalities in con- 
nection with defendant’s busi- 
ness, it would have met the con- 
ditions required to make the 


complaint 
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the municipal court of another | 


pality under a Trooper’s direc- | 


Myers. | 
Defendant was found guilty | 


1957 defendant’s | 








| 

|offense a continuing one but 
{under the circumstances here it 
was not a continuing one. 

R.R. 8:6 provides that prose- 
cytion shall be had in the juris- 
diction in which the offense 
| was committed. Since the offense 
here did not occur in Riverdale 
the Magistrate of that Borough 
did not have jurisdiction and the 
conviction was void ab initio. 


REAL PROPERTY — EASE- 
MENTS — An easement by 
implied reservation arises as 
the result of apparent use by 
the common owner at the time 
of conveyance, is an exception 
to the general rule that a 
grantor will not be heard in 
derogation of his grant, and 
is more difficult to establish 
than an implied grant. 

—The elements necessary to 
establish an easement by im- 
plied reservation at the time of 
conveyance are: (1) apparent 
use, (2) continuity, (3) perma- 
nent character and (4) rea- 
sonable necessity. 

—An easement of necessity is 
implied only where the lands 
could not otherwise be utiliz- 
ed and arises only in relation 
to conditions existing at the 
time of severance of common 
ownership. 

—An easement of necessity is 
terminated when other means 
of access becomes available to 
the owner of the lands by rea- 
son of common ownership with 
adjoining lands. 

RAILROADS R.S. 48:12-49 
dees not contemplate indis- 
criminate crossings at every 
lot intersected by a railroad. 


Freund, J. A. D. rendered Dec. 
19, 1957. Appellate Div. Adams 
v. Cale. For appellants - 
H. Wiley (Berry, Whitson & Ber- 
ry, attys). For respondents — 
Theodore McC. Marsh (Riker, 
Emery & Danzig, attys). 

Defendants appeal from a 
judgment declaring they have 
no rights in plaintiff's lands and 
restraining their trespass across 
the lands. 

Involved in the case are blocks 
37, 47 and 38 and lots 8, 9, and 10 
of each of these blocks. Block 
37 fronts on Ocean Ave. Block 38 
is directly to the west of block 
38 and borders on Barnegat Bay. 
Block 47 runs between block 37 
and 38 and was the former right 
of way of the Philadelpha and 
Long Branch R.R. Co. Each block 
has 10 lots starting with lot 1 
on Princeton Ave. and with lot 
10 abutting what is now Albert- 
son St. All of the lands were 
originally one tract owned by 
Sea Shore Company as undevel- 
oped land in 1881. 

In 1881 Sea Shore conveyed to 
the R.R. a right of way which 
divided the tract lengthwise. 
The deed contained a clause that 
the lands were to be used for 
railroad purposes and_ that 
when such use ceased the lands 
were to revert to the grantor. In 
1949 the railroad right of way 
was formally abandoned. In 1952 
Sea Shore conveyed to plaintiffs 
lots described as 8, 9, and 10 in 
block 47, part of the former right 
of way. 

Defendants own lots 8, 9 and 10 
in block 37. fronting on Ocean 
Ave., which are contiguous to 
plaintiff's lands on the east, and 
also lot 8 in block 38, which is 
contiguous to plaintiff's lot 8 on 
the west. The purpose of defend- 
ant’s ownership of lot 8 in block 
|38 was to afford access to Barne- 
gat Bay from defendant's hotel 
property on Ocean Ave. They 
contend they are entitled to an 
easement by an implied reserva- 
tion, an easement by way of 
necessity and to a_ statutory 
passageway across the former 
railroad right of way from their 
lands in block 37 to their lot 8 
{in block 38. 

In 1889 Sea Shore conveyed 
lots 8 in bleck 37 and 38 to Ben- 
jamin Albertson. At that time 
Albertson St. was not in exist- 
j}ence but Princeton Ave. was, as 
iwell as Ocean Ave. On the same 


Digested from an opinion by | 


Henry } 
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| day lots 9 and 10 in both blocks 
| were conveyed to Jennie Albert- | 
|son. Ownership of all six lots was 
|subsequently joined in William 
Albertson in 1901. Lots 8, 9 and 
10 in block 38, fronting on the 
bay. were subsequently conveyed 
to one Hulse in 1922, description 
specifically referring to Albert- 
son St. as a boundary line of the 
lots. In 1924 the Hulses conveyed 
only lot 8 in block 38 and lots 
8, 9, and 10 in Block 37 to Beacon 
Hotel, retaining lots 9 and 10 in 
block 38. The defendants are 
successors to the Beacon title. 


Law Review Symposium 
On Close Corporations 


A symposium on the Close 
Corporation appears in the cur- 
rent issue of the Northwestern 
University Law Review. The 
basic purpose of this symposium 
is to familiarize the lawyer with 
the peculiar problems of the 
close corporation and the means 
of avoiding the pitfalls of this 
form of business organization. 
The topic has been divided into 
the following five areas of dis- 


Held: The argument for an im- | CUSSION: 
plied easement across the former 1.) Corporate Formation 
railroad right of way is based on 2.) Capitalization 
the — — of the 3.) Control 
etl rey =. ee = ene -bilaagatanaaa a 
sei: Ms ority Shareholders 
lot 8 in blocks 37 and 38 was a : ai : 
conveyed to the Albertsons, _°%:) Desirability of a “Close 
Princeton Ave. and Ocean Ave. | Corporation Act 
were in existence but not Albert- | Volume 52, Number 3 of the 


Review which carries this sym- 
posium is available for immed- 
iate delivery at a cost of $1.50 
per copy and may be ordered 


son St. The record does not 
disclose when the area was laid 
out in lots and blocks but it is 


undisputed it was not so laid 
out in 1881 when the right was |from Northwestern University 
granted. Law Review, 357 East Chicago 


An easement by way of im- AVé» Chicago 11, Ill. 


plied reservation arises as the 
result of the apparent use by the 
common owner at the time of 
the conveyance of a portion of 
the property denominated as the 
“quasi-servient tenement”. It is 
an exception to the general rule 
that a grantor may not be heard 
in derogation of his grant and is 
more difficult to establish than 
an implied grant. The following 
elements as of the time of the 
conveyance must be established: 





and no easement of necessity 
Assuming lot 8 was an isolated 
parcel and that a way of neces- 
sity over the railroad tracks had 
at one time existed, this ease- 
ment was extinguished when 
lot 8 in block 38 became united 
in ownership with that of lots 9 
and 10 at least as early as 1913 
when Albertson St. first appears 
Access to Albertson Street term- 
inated any previous way of nec- 


(1) the apparent use of the | &SSity. 

quasi-servient portion of the Finally, defendants rely on 
estate for the quasi dominant |R.S. 48:12-49 which provides 
portion, (2) the continuous na-|“for suitable and convenient 


passageways over . the rail- 
road ...’ where it intersects the 
land of an individual. This is 
not applicable. It is a safety 
provision and contemplates one 
or a relatively few crossings at 
fixed locations in areas where 
there are no public crossings 
not a right of indiscriminate 
crossings at every lot site. In any 
event, it applies only as against 
a going railroad, not one which 
has been abandoned. 
Affirmed. 


ture of the use, (3) the perma- 
nent character thereof and (4) 
its reasonable necessity to the 
beneficial enjoyment of the 
dominant portion. 

The proofs do not establish 
these elements. There is no 
proof of apparent user of any 
quasi easement to reach Barne- 
gat Bay across the combined 
properties now constituting lots 
8 in 1881. Nor do they establish 
reasonable necessity at that 
time. When the right of way 
was granted, two tracts resulted 
each with street frontage on 
Princeton Ave. and one with 
frontage on Ocean Ave. as well. 
The creation of Albertson St. 
some years later, with the access 
afforded by that street, lends 
further proof that beneficial use 
of the waterfront tract, now 
block 38, did not make reason- 
ably necessary any easement 
across the right of way to Ocean 
Ave. Nor are the elements of 
permanent and continuous na- 
ture established as of 1881. There 
is therefore no basis for an ease- 
ment by implied reservation. 

An easement of necessity is 
not dependent on previous ex- 
istence of quasi easements or 
previous user but is implied be- 
cause otherwise the land could 
not be utilized. It arises only in 
relation to conditions existing 
at the time of severance of com- 
mon ownership. The proofs show 
that in 1881 Princeton Ave was 
in existence. At that time there 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


NEGLIGENCE LANDOWN- 
ER’S LIABILITY — An occu- 
pier of land renders himself 
liable for injuries to children 
trespassing on the land if an 
ordinary prudent person in 
his position would have reason 
to anticipate the presence of 
the children and also that they 
would be subjected to an un- 
reasonable risk of harm as a 
result of some condition on 
the land—at least if the con- 
dition is an artificial one. 

—A land occupier may be held 
liable for injuries to trespass- 
ing children caused by an 
artificial condition created 
thereon by third persons 
whether or not he caused or 
acquiesced in the condition. 

—The presence of young chil- 
dren may be foreseeable on the 
basis of past trespasses, prox- 
imity to places where children 
are likely to be or any other 
evidence which would lead a 
reasonable man to anticipate 
the trespass. 

—The making of a fire on one’s 
land by a third person may be 
foreseeable on the basis of 
proof tending to establish a 
practice of making such fires 
thereon. 

—Held, jury question presented 
where 4 year old child is 
burned by unattended fire in 
defendant’s lot, children had 
played there often, defendant 
lived and had his business in 
the same block and fires had 
been set there by the same 
third person a_ substantial 
number of times within the 
preceding 6 months. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Clapp, S.J.A.D. rendered Dec. 23, 
1957. Appellate Div. Lorusso v. 
De Carlo. For appellant—Edward 
Miller (Steisel, Rey & Gun- 
dersdorf, attys. Alfred M. James, 
of counsel, Aaron Dines on the 
brief). For respondent — 
C. Mathias (Smith, James 
Mathias, attys). 

Plaintiffs’ action was dismissed 
at the close of their case. They 
appeal. 

The infant plaintiff, four years 
f age, was seriously burned by 
a fire while trespassing on a 
vacant lot belonging to defend- 
ant. The child lived across the 
street from the lot. The fire was 


S. 


7 ~ 
Aven 


and 





the work of a third person, un- 
authorized by defendant. On 
the proofs it may be inferred the 


third person was an old man, | 


Joseph Serino, 80 years of age, 
a neighbor, who had been burn- 
ing newspapers in a wire basket 
carried by him to the lot from 
his home. He then apparently 
departed from the lot before the 
accident occurred, leaving the 
basket behind. 

The lot is in a somewhat pop- 
ulated community. There was 
proof that during the six months 
before the accident, children 
played on the lot “quite often” 
“all day long”. Defendant was 
seen on the lot ‘quite often”... 
at least twice a week”. The lot 
was used as a parking facility 
for defendant’s tavern situate 
across the street. Defendant 
lived on the same block and his 
mother lived on one side of the 
lot. 

On one occasion, less than two 
weeks before the accident, de- 
fendant was seen talking to Ser- 


ino while Serino was “making 
fires” on the lot in his wire bas- 
ket. On two occasions while 


Serino was attending such fires 
he was seen talking to defend- 
ant’s mother. There was also 
other evidence that Serino had 
set fires there a_ substantial 
number of times during the six 
months prior to the accident. 
Serino stated “Nobody said any- 
thing to me about” not starting 
fires. He also said he “always 


looked into” the basket when he | 


left the lot. 

At the time of the accident 
Serino had left the lot and the 
fire was burning brightly in the 
basket. 

Held: An occupier of land 
renders himself liable for in- 
juries to children trespassing on 
the land if an ordinary prudent 
person in his position would 
have reason to anticipate the 
presence of the children and also 
anticipate that they would be 
subjected to an unreasonable 
risk of harm as a result of some 
condition on the land—at least 
if the condition is an artificial 
one. 

The first question is whether 
the presence of children on the 
lot here was reasonably foresee- 
able. The presence of young 
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|children may be foreseeable on 
the basis of past  trespasses, 
proximity to places where chil- 
{dren are likely to be or any 
other evidence which would lead 
a reasonable man to anticipate 
the trespass. In a somewhat pop- 
ulated community some lots may 
attract the children of the 
neighborhood. In any _ event, 
there was proof here that chil- 
dren had played on the lot 
“quite often” and while there 
was no direct testimony estab- 
lishing defendant’s knowledge 
thereof, the circumstances were 
such that a jury might properly 
infer that the lot was within his 
view very often and that he 
could reasonably have foreseen 
that children would play on it. 


The second question raised is | 


whether a landowner may be 
liable for a condition created by 
a third person without his con- 
sent. it was recently decided in 
Simmel v. N. J. Coop Co. that 
an occupier of land may be held 
liable for injuries to trespassing 
children resulting from an arti- 
ficial condition created by a 
third person (here _ Serino), 
whether or not the occupier by 
his own act caused or acquiesced 
in the condition. 

The final question is whether 
defendant could, in the exer- 
cise of ordinary prudence, have 
anticipated that Serino would 
start a fire on the lot which 
would subject a trespassing child 
to an unreasonable risk of harm. 
This has two aspects—first could 
he reasonably have _ foreseen 
Serino would set the fire there 
and second could he reasonably 
have anticipated such a fire 
would create an unreasonable 
risk of harm to a child playing 
on the lot. On the first aspect, 
from the proofs it could be in- 
ferred Serino made a practice 
|of burning papers on this lot 
and that defendant never for- 
bade or warned against it but 
{rather openly tolerated it. From 


the circumstances established a |} 


to the factory entrance from the 
employees’ parking lot was by 
means of the public sidewalk 


entire premises. The injuries to 
the petitioner were sustained 
when he slipped and fell on the 
sidewalk while walking from the 
entrante— to the employees’ 
parking lot to the factory to go 
to work after the car in which 
|he had arrived with a co-em- 
| ployee had been parked in the 
jlot. The employer contends the 
jaccident was not compensable 
| because it occurred on a public 
| sidewalk. 

Held: Ordinarily hazards en- 
countered by employees in their 
| journeys to and from their em- 
ployment are not incident to 
| their employer’s business and 
are not compensable. Thus gen- 
'erally, injuries sustained by an 
|employee on a public sidewalk, 
| though in front of the employ- 
ier’s plant are not compensable 
'since the sidewalk is for the 
|public generally and the public 
|has the paramount right of user. 
|To render the place of injury 
/such as to bring it within the 
;}employment, there must be 
some relation of the place of in- 
| Jury to the employment in that 
| it is provided by the employer 
|for the employee’s use as dis- 
|tinguished from a mere public 
way. 
| In Gullo v. American, 119 
IN. J. L. 484, it was held that an 





lot was fenced in. The only way | 


running across the front of the | 


jured while crossing the street 
between two plants of the em- 
ployer, at which crossing the 
employer maintained a traffic 
officer, was held entitled to 
compensation. 


In Popovich v. Atlantic, 125 


'N. J. L. 533 the court said that 


|employee who slipped on an icy 


|sidewalk in front of the em- 
|ployer’s premises on her way to 
work, was not entitled to com- 
pensation as she was not yet an 
employee at the time of the ac- 
cident. The time was her own 
and she could proceed or turn 
back. 

On the other hand, in Zab- 


was held an employee injured 
while crossing the street from 
one of the employer’s buildings 
to another to use the toilet fac- 





jury question was presented as |ilities was entitled to compensa- 


to whether defendant should 
reasonably have anticipated that | 
Serino would again burn papers | 
or rubbish on the lot. As to the | 
|second aspect, it has repeatedly | 
been held that fire is a tempta- 
tion and danger to children. The 
thought of a man 80 years of | 
age attending a fire with flames 
protruding from a wire basket 
and children playing about, may 
arouse apprehensions in the} 
mind of a reasonable person and | 
further there is the question as 
to whether defendant should | 
reasonably have relied on an- 
other person, particularly Ser- | 
ino, to take proper precautions | 
when leaving either a fire or a 
basket of hot ashes there. Ashes 
from fires frequently reignite. A 
jury question was presented as 
to whether a person of ordinary 
prudence in defendant’s position 
would have anticipated an un- 
reasonable risk of harm to tres- 
passing children. 


oC 





Reversed and new trial ord- 
ered. 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION | 


—Employee injured in fall on 
public sidewalk while walking 
from employees’ parking lot 
provided by employer to em- 
ployer’s factory entrance sus- | 
tains compensable injury 
where the sidewalk was the | 
only pathway from the lot to 
the building. 

Digested from 


an opinion by | 
McGrath, C. C. J. rendered Dec. 
23, 1957. Union County Court. 
Lewis v. Scott Co. For appellee— 
Bassin & Bassin by Louis C.| 
Jacobson. For appellant—Isidor | 
Kalisch. 

Petitioner appellee was given 
an award of Workmen’s Com-j, 
pensation and the employer ap- 
peals. 

The employer maintained two 
parking lots on its premises ad- | 
joining its building, the first or | 
nearest one to the building oi 
ing for customers and the sec- | 
ond, which adjoined the first, | 
being for employees’ cars. Each | 


tion and in McCrae v. Eastern, 
137 N. J. L. 244, an employee in- 


the general rule is that where 
the employee is simply on his 
way to work and has not en- 
tered the employer’s premises, 
he is not yet in the course of his 
employment, but where he is 
actually in the process of enter- 
ing the premises at a proper time 
and in a proper manner, he is 
in the course of employment. 

Here, as in the McCrae case, 
the use of the sidewalk was in- 
cidental to the employer’s ar- 
rangement for its employees’ 
mutual convenience in reporting 
for work. And, with reference to 
the rule as expressed in the 
Popovich case, petitioner had 
entered the factory premises 
and had to go over the sidewalk 
to go to his actual work. 

The Gullo case is still the 
leading case on pedestrians’ use 
of sidewalks to get to work, but 
it must be read in the light of 
conditions today including the 
necessity or near necessity of the 
workmen using cars. The cir- 
cumstance which takes this case 
out of the Gullo case rule is 
that the employee had already 
performed part of the process of 
going to work. To hold he must 
actually have gotten inside to 
punch his time card would over- 
look the whole problem of em- 
ployees’ parking lots and would 
be a narrow construction of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
It is true he could have possibly 


|turned back but this is true of 


any employee who accepts trans- 


| portation or other convenience 


riskie v. Erie, 86 N. J. L. 266 it! 


from the employer. The lot was 
part of the factory premises and 
the employee was doing what the 
employer expected him to do to 
fulfill his contract of employ- 
ment. Thus the accident arose 
out of and in the course of the 
employment. 
Affirmed. 
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Discussed In Law Review 


» 
| Ann Arbor — When a state, 
| pretation of the words, ‘No state} been taken by the American 


|; permits mobs to deprive an in- 
‘dividual of his rights, use of 
|federal power may be legally 
| justified — even though outside 
|help is not requested by a state. 

This is one of the principal 
conclusions of a 20-page com- 
ment on the use of federal troops 
in Little Rock which appears in 
ithe current Michigan Law Re- 
view. 

Its authors are Robert H. El- 
liott, Jr., of Kansas City, and 





“The result of such an inter- 


jshall ...’ is to transform them 
into the affirmative command 
that ‘every state must’ give pos- 
itive protection to civil rights. 
“Such an interpretation does 
not ... seem unreasonable in 
the light of the purpose of the 
14th Amendment. Indeed, it 
would be unfortunate to allow 
particular phrasing to cause 
willful inaction on the part of 
the state ... to go unchallenged.” 


| Another big forward stride has 


|Bar Association Endowment 
|group life insurance programs 
|for ABA members. As a result 
of the special “open period” 
|terminating last month, during 
|which medical evidence of in- 
;surability was waived for ap- 
|plicants under 46 in the “$20-A- 
| Year” plan, 3,897 new enroll- 
ments were received, with ad- 
| ditional applications still being 
| processed. 

This increased to more than 


Aaron Skinder, Publisher |Richard I. Singer, of De- The authors also question 
pare z |troit, assistant editors of the whether “state action” is re- 25,000 the number of ABA mem- 
Subscription Rate One Year - - - $10.00 |Review. Their analysis is be- quired in the enforcement phase | bers participating in the “$20- 





Entered as Second Class Matter, January 24, 1934, at the Post Office, 
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STRENGTHENING OUR COURTS 





The judical reforms proposed by Chief Justice Weintraub at 
the recent annual meeting of the New Jersey Constitutional Con- 
vention Association merit the active support of every member of 
the Bar. They include: integration of the County Courts with the 
Superior Court, the placing of all County District Court judges on 
a full-time basis, and the replacement of the 488 Municipal Courts 


lieved to be the first full-scale, 
|independent discussion on the 
use of troops to enforce federal 
laws to appear in a legal journal 
since Little Rock. 

Elliott and Singer maintain 
there is little legal question con- 
cerning the President’s author- 
ity to send troops to Arkansas. 
Both the Constitution and laws 
passed by Congress provide this 
power. 

More difficult, from a consti- 
tutional standpoint, is what the 








of a federal district court order. 
They comment: 

“A strong argument can be 
made ... that once a federal 
court has issued a valid order 
against state action, that order 
can be protected from obstruc- 
tion (by) anyone.” 


To be effective, they contend, | 


a court order must be directed 
to an individual or group acting 
for the state. In the Little Rock 
case, the order was directed to 
the School Board, which could 


A-Year” and the companion “50- 
| Plus’ plans. It boosted to more 
than $95 million the total 
amount of insurance in force. 
Together, the twin plans now 
constitute one of the largest 
professional group life programs 
|—if not the largest—in the na- 
tion. 

Although the open period as 
to evidence of insurability end- 
ed Nov. 15, the Endowment is 
continuing to accept applica- 
tions under both plans. Appli- 
cations need only be accompan- 








by courts of county-wide jurisdiction presided over by full-time|authors describe as the “state : = 
judges (Text of Address, 80 N. J. L. J. 621). action” problem. This stems a Coe ied by a brief health statement C 

The Chief Justice’s proposals point up the fact that ours is a|from the 14th Amendment,’ Once the court order has been fay ean gnc we glia up a 
dynamic judicial establishment. Albeit the judicial structure in- |Which reads in part: made, it can then be protected sed Py “— ew lg a a : 
corporated in our Constitution of 1957 has received wide acclaim| ‘No state shall . deny to from interference from anyone, | rr = ~~ pea “y nite geo ; 
and is generally regarded as the best in the nation, constant im-|any person . . . the equal pro- | whether or not he represents rs grad . Rage age - A 
provement must still be our goal. In 1952, the Constitutional Con- | tection of the laws.” the state. Unless this is so, they ce ae ph me . 
vention Association, consisting of all living delegates to the 1947| Use of the Arkansas National add, individuals are invited to jai to the pe Endowment fe 
convention and a limited number of representative citizens of the |Guard to enforce segregation at obstruct the order with impun- at 1155 East 60th St. Chica “i = 
State, recommended integration of the County Courts with the |Little Rock High School was ity, since no federal power can 37. Ill. Ohio and Be a ae 
Superior Court. In his Sixth Annual Message to the Legislature in| justified by Governor Faubus be used against them. still are ineligible under inter- . 
January of 1953, Governor Driscoll urged such integration, enum-jand others on the grounds that “Such a result could make pretations of in laws ak 
erating a number of substantial reasons for its adoption. The late |it was necessary to prevent mob | certain rights under the 14th paca ; eerer es 
Chief Justice Vanderbilt similarly stressed the need for achieve-|rule. Its effect, others have con- Amendment mere legal fictions, Announcements M 
ment of a fully integrated court system. | tended, was to deny enforcement existing in theory but in fact = 

The basic reasons then existing for integration of these courts ;0! @ federal court order for in- | unobtainable,” they note. Milton A. Waldor and David bi 
have taken on added significance in the ensuing years. As the Chief | tegration of the school. Summing up their views, El-|M. Beckerman have formed On 
Justice emphasized: “In practice, it has not been feasible to main-| Did the state then deny “equal liott and Singer conclude: partnership for the general not 
tain a separate trial calendar for law cases in the Superior Court | protection” of the laws to the’) «with reference to the presi- | practice of law under the name tha 
and a separate trial calendar for such cases in the County Court,and|nine Negroes who wanted tO gential action in Little Rock, it of Waldor and Beckerman, with ties 
hence today we have a common calendar with Superior Court and | attend Central High? seems clear that authorization | offices at 1180 Raymond Boule- Hae 
County Court judges trying actions without regard to the court in; Noting that this question has existed to take action to enforce | vard, Newark. stal 
which they are pending . . .” Of considerable consequence is the | never really been faced by the the district court order with —_—_ him 
fact, as the Chief Justice stressed, that the existence of the two | Supreme Court, the authors sug- | military force. Authority can be Florence Z. Dubrow and Lillian O. k 
courts creates a troublesome problem in morale. There exists sub- | gest: gleaned from both the Constitu- |p. Baker have moved their law fe t 
stantial differences in treatment, in terms of salary, tenure and| “Insofar as the state allows a tion and congressional enact- offices to 36 West Broad Street 0) 
pension. Accordingly, as he so aptly put it, “With inflation and the | mob to infringe the civil rights ments. The difficulty in deter- Burlington. ha 
payment of a significant sum for pension protection without the |of any person, a court would be mining the constitutionality of - iz us 


benefit of immediate tax deduction, the county court judge finds | jystified in reasoning that, since 
himself seriously pinched. It is inevitable that he will chafe under |the state has permitted the ac- 


unequal treatment.” Our judicial system must remain strong, with 
judges free from personal financial concern. 


The differences in treatment are particularly strikiag by 


| tion, the mob is acting for the 
state. Thus federal power . 
|could be brought to bear directly 
on the mob. 








the President’s action lies not 
in the ‘authorization’ but in the 
‘state action’ problem. The lim- 
itation on federal power imposed 
by the requirement of state ac- 
tion in 14th Amendment cases 





U.S. Court Rules 


(Continued from page 1?) 





“For some time I have felt 


reason of the fact that the judges of both courts do the same or 

equal work. Judges of the County Courts exercise the entire range |==== SS = must be met before the use of that the Conference is the best 

of jurisdiction of the Superior Court, with the exception of general | policy bought in 1944 by a Cali- military force in Little Rock functionary ... to process pro- 
|fornia resident, Lowell Frank- can be found constitutional.| posals for changes in the rules 


Chancery jurisdiction and jurisdiction with regard to prerogative 
writs. Also, heavy criminal, probite, and workmen’s compensation 
calendars contribute substantialily to their large volume of work. 
It is apparent that equal treatment is eminently in order. 


Replacement of the Municipal Courts by courts of county-wide 
jurisdiction is the logical solution to the problem of effective 
administrative supervision and control. Moreover, such a step will 
facilitate replacement of the all too often inadequate and inap- 
propriate quarters of these courts. It is in these important courts, 
as the Chief Justice noted, “that respect for the judiciary and for 
law and order may be earned or destroyed.” 


Fulfillment of the objective of having all judges serve on a full- 
time basis is long overdue. At present, a number of County Court 
and County District Court judges still serve on a part-time basis, as 
do the magistrates of the Municipal Courts. “It is,” as Chief Justice 
Weintraub emphasized, “basically unsound and unhealthy when a 
judge negotiates in the course of his private practice with men 
who try cases before him.” The dignity and importance of the 
office of judge, as well as the requirements of efficient operation 
of the courts, demand full-time service. 








Jurisdiction of State Courts Extended By 





llin, from an Arizona company. 
In 1948 the International Life 
Insurance Co. of Texas took over 
the Arizona corporation’s insur- 
ance business. 

The Texas firm wrote to 
Franklin offering to continue 
his Arizona policy. He accepted, 
paying the premiums by mail. 
On his death the beneficiary, 
his mother, Mrs. Lulu McGee, 
wrote for payment, but the com- 
pany declined to pay asserting 
that Franklin had committed 
suicide and hence was not cov- 
ered by the policy. 

Mrs. McGee sued in a Cali- 
fornia court. International Life 
was served with legal process in 
Texas by registered mail. Mrs. 
McGee won a judgment by de- 
fault but she could not collect 
}in Calfiornia. 





This can be accomplished either 
by finding that the state action 
was present in the mobs, or that 
state action is not required in 
the enforcement phase of the 
court’s order. 

“Should this question reach 
the Supreme Court, the actions 
of the President will probably 
be upheld on one or the other 
of the above theories. As a prac- 
tical matter, the Court could 
not reasonably afford to do 
otherwise. A holding that mili- 
tary force could not be used to 
enforce federal court orders 
would constitute an invitation 
to mob action replete with judi- 
cial blessing.” 


Break Ground For U. of C. 
Law Library Adjoining 


The facilities of the Supreme 
Court are in no sense adequate 
The Judicial Conference . 

would be able to select the most 
capable and interested members 
of the profession from the vari- 
ous circuits for assistance and 
}advice and afford an open forum 


for discussion of all proposals | 


. . . The responsibility of the 
Supreme Court will not be les- 
sened. I am hopeful that if the 
suggested procedure is adopted 
it will bring the bench and the 
bar much closer together in this 
activity ...” 

Speaking in favor of the plan 
at Louisville were Mr. Justice 
Reed, retired, Chief Judge John 
Biggs, Jr., of the Third Circuit 
Court of Appeals, Prof. James W. 
Moore of Yale Law School and 
Attorney Thomas Scanlon of 





High Court Ruling , The plaintiff then went into Bar Center Indianapolis. They emphasized 

——<————— ; Texas courts and asked that a SS e it would be the means to obtain 

Washington, D.C. (ACCN) —jstate where the company is/judgment be entered against In-, Ground was broken for the| Wider representation of the bar 
The U. S. Supreme Court re- | chartered. ternational. new $4,100,000 University of Chi- |and bench in the rule-making 
committees 


cently ruled unanimously that a 
California state court could have 
jurisdiction over a Texas insur- 
ance company even though the 
company had never done any) 
regular business in California. 

The decision is expected to 
have important effects, not only 
on insurance companies, but on | 
banks and corporations as well, | 
since the opinion was not re-| 
stricted in terms to the insur- | 
ance business. 


Justice Hugo L. Black, writ- 
ing for the court (Chief Justice 
Earl Warren took no part in 
the decision) said: 

“These residents would be at 
a severe disadvantage if they 
were forced to follow the insur- 
ance company to a distant state 


The Texas courts, however, 
held that California had not 
j}had valid jurisdiction over In- 
iternational, basing the decision 
{on the case of Penoyer v. Neff in 
| 1878, in which it was ruled that 
| state courts could not get juris- 
| diction over persons, including 





cago law school building Dec. 5 
in ceremonies participated in by 
university and bar officials, 
among them President Rhyne of 
ABA. The new contemporary 
style building will occupy a full 
block site immediately west of 
the American Bar Center facing 


in order to hold it legally ac-|corporations, unless he or his 60th street and the U. of C. Mid- 


countable. When claims were 
small or moderate, individual 
claimants frequently could not 


jafford the cost of bringing an 


jagent were found physically 
|within the state and _ served 
— legal process there. 


The Supreme court, in the 


way. Completion is expected in 
18 months, in time for the 1959 
fall term. Features of the build- 


ing include an auditorium seat- | 


As a result of the ruling plain- | action in a foreign forum—thus | current ruling, has reversed that | ing 475, a moot courtroom seat- 
tiffs will be able to sue and col-|in effect making the insurance! decision and, in effect, ordered |ing 350, and a law library of 


lect in their own state courts | 
instead of in the courts of the' 


company judgment-proof.” 
The case arose from a $5,000 


Texas to honor the California 
judgment. 


‘ture will be six stories high. 


process. Advisory 
| such as those which helped form- 
ulate the original civil and crim- 
‘inal rules would be adapted to 
ithe plan. The advisory commit- 
;tees would include members 0! 
the bar and law school repre- 
| sentatives. Prof. Moore observed 
| “The advisory committee syste™ 
can be worked into a more C0- 
ordinated and permanent struc- 
ture.” 

| Justice Clark commented: “I 
‘is anticipated that this proced- 
ure will give the bar a large part 


and revisior: of existing ones.” 
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Attorneys Exam 


(Continued from page 1) | of $15,000 in cash to X and de- 





tion or pretense that he was 
selling the furniture for C. 
On Aug. 10, 1957, B, having 


manded a deed for X’s property. 


X, however, being then unable| P v < 
to convey the property to R, re-| W4S duly appointed administra- 


learned that S had not sold the 
furniture to him as agent for 
C, said to S: “The deal is off. I 
won’t accept the furniture and 
I want my deposit back’. S, how- 
ever, refused to return the de- 
posit to B. 

On Sept. 15, 1957, B sued S 
for $500; and S, having mean- 
while made a timely offer to 
deliver the furniture to B, 
counterclaimed for the balance 
($4,500) of the price of the furn- 
iture. Decide the case. 

(b) On Sept. 1, 1957, Tiller and 
Hayer executed a written con- 
tract for the sale, by Tiller to 
Hayer, of all the merchantable 
hay in a certain mass on Tiller’s 














fused to accept R’s money. 

(1) Was R entitled to recover| 
damages from X? 

(2) Was O entitled to receive 
a $500 commission from X? 

6. (a) On Aug. 1, 1957, James! 
Washer of Trenton, N. J., was! 
engaged in the business of sell-} 
ing various kinds of French; 
soaps, in that city, under the 
trade name of Washer & Co. The 
“& Co.” in his trade name, how- 
ever, did not represent or include 
any other person engaged or in- 
terested in the business; and 
Washer had never filed in the 
Mercer County Clerk’s office any 
certificate showing the fact that 
he was the only person engaged 
or interested in the business of 





| ital stock of Farm Products Co., 
| a, New Jersey corporation, which 
Were registered in his name on 
| the books of the corporation. 
;On Aug. 19, 1957, Ernest Quick 


tor of Angel’s estate. The annual 
meeting of the corporation was 
held on Aug. 28, 1957; but, on 
that date, Angel’s stock had not 
yet been transferred to Quick, 





as administrator of Angel’s es- 
tate, on the books of the cor-| 


| poration. 


Was Quick, as such adminis-| 
trator, entitled to vote on the| 
stock at the said meeting? | 

8. (a) On July 1, 1957, O’s| 
chauffeur, C, without O’s knowl-| 
edge, took O’s power mower to| 
cut the grass on C’s lawn. The} 
next day, while C was using the 
mower. his attention was at-) 
tracted by a jet plane passing 
overhead, and, when C took his) 


hands off the handle of the| 


t farm, at $5 per bale of specified selling French soaps under the, mower, it rolled down a steep| 
S size. The agreement provided name of Washer & Co. terrace to the pavement, struck) 
Zs that the separation and bailing On Aug. 1, 1957, Washer sold a passing automobile, and was| 
of the hay was to be done by and delivered 5,000 bars of! badly damaged. 
s Hayer. The next day, after Hayer “Seine Soan” to John Scenter,! On July 3, 1957, at C’s request 
Z and his workmen had separated for which Scenter agreed to Day put without O’s knowledge, R 
s and baled one half of the afore- the sum of $500 on Aug. 15, 1957./ repaired the mower. The cost| 
- said mass of hay, the remainder This price was $200 more than of the repairs was $60. When O| 
- of the mass was destroyed by a the market price of “Seine Soap” | jearned what had happened, he 
\- brush fire started by a lighted at the time of the sale. made a demand on R for the| 
t cigarette dropped by a passing On Aug. 15, 1957, Scenter re-) return of the mower, but refused | 
1p autoist. As between Tiller and fused to pay Washer the agreed) ty pay R’s bill for repairs. 
J- Hayer, who should bear the loss price of $500; and a week later,’ (1) was O liable to R for the! 
n of the merchantable hay in the Washer sued Scenter for $500. amount of R’s bill? | 
is half of the mass which was de- How much, if anything, was) (9) Could R lawfully keep O’s| 
1- stroyed by fire? Washer entitled to recover? mower until R’s bill was paid? | 
De 5. (a) On Jan. 10, 1957, F, who (b) On Jan. 1, 1952, P, D and} (y) On Aug. 1, 1957, Buyer, of | 
nt then needed money for clothes, Q formed a partnership for the Paterson, N. J. ordered 100 table 
eC for his wife and 5 children, made manufacture of shoes. To the) raqios from Seller, a distributor 
Ts a promissory note for $500, pay-| capital of the firm, P contrib-|in Camden. N. J.. at $50 each,| 
r- able to his (F’s) order one, uted $20,000, D contributed $30,-| qelivered at Buyer’s store in Pat-| 
month after date, and forged) 000, and Q contributed the fac-! erson N. J. The next day, Seller | 
M’s name thereon as the maker tory, which was valued at $50,000.’ save the radios to Swift ‘Annee 
thereof. On Jan. 15. 1957, F in-| On Feb. 1, 1955, the factory was, Go, a common carrier, for trans-| 
dorsed the note for $500 to H,| destroyed by fire and later re-| portation to Buyer, Wheeler | 
vic a holder in due course thereof. built with partnership funds in’ the driver of the van in which| 
a On Jan. 20, 1957, H showed the the amount of $60,000. The part-| the radios were carried, stopped | 
ral note to M, who immediately saw nership was dissolved, by the/ en route to watch a baseball! 
me that his name had been forged unanimous consent of all par- game, and tendered the radios 
ith thereon, but M, knowing that F ties, on July 1, 1957, at which’ to Buyer after business hours, 
ile- was in necessitous circum- time the total net assets of the when ‘Buver’s store was closed 
stances and feeling sorry for firm, after the payment of all) and all his employees had left. 
him, said to H: “That note is debts due nonpartners and of Buyer refused to receive the ra- 
ial O. K., and I'll pay it at the prop- all advances made by the part-' gios at that late hour; and,| 
law r time.” ners to the firm, aniounted t0| while Wheeler wa driving away 
eet On Feb. 10, 1957, H presented $160,000. In the absence of 4/ from Buyer’s store, the 100 ra-| 
the note to M for payment, but prior agreement, how should) gios were damaged beyond re- 
— ™ refused to pay. Two weeks this sum be divided among P, D' pair in a collision with a motor 
: ter, H sued M on the note. and Q. bus, for which Wheeler was in 
udgment for whom? 7. (a) On Sept. 1, 1957, B, C, D,! no way responsible 
(bp) On June 1, 1957, X ex- E and F each subscribed for 50; Was Swift Express Co. liable 
ecuted and delivered to M a Shares of the capital stock of! for the loss of t] 100 radios? 
power of attorney by which X | Mercer Zinc Co., a duly organ-| ff so to whom? 
felt authorized M to execute, in X’s| ized and going New Jersey cor- 9. (a) On Oct. 1, 1957, Buyer 
bes name, a contract to sell X’s poration. The said shares had) grew and gave to Seller a check 
pri home in Hopewell, N. J., for $15,- a par value of $100 each. on Dollar Bank, payable to the 
ules 100 cash, at any time before May the corporation sell Or| orger of Seller in sum of 
remeé 1, 1957, and promised to mortgage their unpaid and un-/ $5000. The next c Seller lost 
uate ’ M a commission of $500 for called subscriptions for its stock?| the check, and Crook found it. 
obtaining a purchaser for the (‘b) On Feb. 1, 1956, Walker) crook immediately forged Sel- 
mo property at that price. On June Shoe Co., a going New Jersey jer’s name thereon and transfer- 
rbers 1957, X also executed and corporation, purchased a $12,000) reg it to Trader. a holder in due 
vari delivered to O a similar power delivery truck from John Seller,| course. 
ana f attorney. and, in payment therefor and On Oct. 3, 1957, at the request 
orum | On June 15, 1957, M duly ex- in good faith, issued 200 shares of Trader, Dollar Bank certified 
Pine ecuted, in X’s name but as X’s of its capital stock to Seller. The! the check. The next day, Trader 
attorney in fact, a contract to stock had a par value of $100 per| indorsed the check in blank, 
> les: sel X's property to B for $13,000 share, but, at that time, the anq gave it to his son-in-law 
f seer cash; and, on June 25, 1957, B actual value of the stock was) puycky, for use as a deposit on 
— raid the sum of $13,000 to X. only $60 per share. The corpora-| an automobile which Lucky was 
\ pr who thereupon conveyed the tion needed the truck for busi-| then about to purchase. 















de on July 20, 1957. On the 









day, R tendered the sum 





ness purposes, but had been un-| 
able to borrow sufficient money 


1957. At the time of his death, 
he owned 20 shares of the cap-| 
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| James Seller for $3,000 


|and Henry Friend, 


On Oct. 5, 1957, cashed 
the check at Dollar Bank, which 


1 
Wel . 
uCKYy 


“erk’s office on July 10, 1957. to pay for it. On Aug. 1, 1957,! giscovered the forgery of Seller’s 
On July 1, 1957, O, unaware of the corporation became insol-| name a week later. 

‘ne fact that X had already sold| vent. May Dollar Bank recover the 

and conveyed the property to To what extent, if any, WaS| amount of the check from 

executed and delivered, in X’s Seller liable to the creditors of| Lycky? 

> but as X’s attorney in fact, the corporation? (b) State 4 cases in which no- 

tract to sell X’s property to (c) Henry Angel, a resident of| tice of dishonor is not required 

$15,000 cash, settlement to Hoboken, N. J., died on Aug. 15,| to be given to the drawer of a| 


bill of exchange. 

10. On May 1, 1957, John Buyer 
purchased a grand piano from 
At the 
time of the purchase, Buyer and 
Henry Friend signed and gave to} 
Seller an instrument in the fol- 


|lowing form: 


“Orange, N. J. May 1, 1957. 
We, John Buyer, as principal, | 
surety, | 
hereby agree to pay James Sell-| 
er, on July 1, 1957, the sum of| 


as 


| $3,000 for a grand piano this day | 
|sold by him to the said John | 


Buyer. 


(Signed) John Buyer 
(Signed) Henry Friend.” | 


On May 15, 1957, at Friend’s 
request but without Seller’s 
knowledge, Buyer gave Friend a 
$5,000 U. S. Government bond 
to indemnify Friend against 
possible loss to him as Surety. 
On July 1, 1957, Buyer was un- 
able to pay the bill, and Seller, 
for.a.case of Jamaica rum given | 
to him by Buyer, extended the} 
time of payment to July 15, 1957,| 
without the knowledge or con-| 
sent of Friend. 

(a) On July 30, 1957, Buyer| 
having meanwhile failed to pay! 
Seller for the piano, Seller sued| 
both Buyer and Friend for $3,000. | 
Decide the case. 

(b) If, in the foregoing case, | 
Seller sued Buyer only and ob-| 





| tained a judgment for $3,000} 


against him, would Seller be} 
entitled to subject Buyer’s $5,000) 
bond, which Friend held, to the} 
Satisfaction of the judgment? | 

11. (a) Has a surety an insur-| 
able interest in the life of his! 
principal? | 

(b) Has a principal an insur-| 
able interest in the life of his| 


| surety? 


(c) D annually makes a large| 


voluntary contribution to an} 
incorporated religious  society.| 
Has the society an insurable} 


interest in D’s life? 

(d) O is the owner of land on} 
which a house is being built} 
for him by C. Under their con-! 
tract, C is obliged to furnish all 
material and labor necessary to| 
complete the house, but O is not! 
obliged to pay C until the house! 
is completed. Has O an insur-} 
able interest in the house while| 
it is being erected? 

(e) F makes a will by which| 
he devises his home to his son, | 
S, who lives with F and is his| 
only heir. Has S an insurable in-| 
terest in F’s home during F’s| 
lifetime? 

12. (a) On July 1, 1956, S con- 
veyed a house and lot in Hights- 
town, N. J., to B for the sum of 
$10,000, by a deed which con- 
tained an unrestricted covenant 
against encumbrances. A few 
days prior to the conveyance, B 
had gone to the house, then 
occupied by T, who said to B: 
“This is a nice place and I have 
a lease on it for two more years.” 

Assuming that T’s statement 
to B was correct, was B entitled 
to recover damages from S for 
breach of the covenant against 
encumbrances in B’s deed for 
the property? 

(b) On April 1, 1954, Board- 
man, the owner and operator 
of a 50-room hotel near Green 
Pond, N. J., bored for water to 
supply his hotel; and, at a depth 
of 250 feet, he struck a source 
which gave him a steady flow of 
5 gallons of water per minute. 

In 1956, Hilton purchased a 
tract of land near Boardman’s 
hotel and erected a 200-room 
hotel thereon. While Hilton’s| 
hotel was being erected, he pro-} 


cured from Lake, an adjoining} -_ 


landowner, the right to sink and 
operate a shaft within 300 feet 
of Boardman’s hotel. At a depth 
of 200 feet, Hilton secured a! 
steady flow of water at the rate 
of 30 gallons per minute; but! 
the flow of Boardman’s well im-| 


minute, which was insufficient 
to supply his hotel. 

What remedy, 
Boardman? 

13. (a) On Oct. 1, 1957, John 
Rich, by a bargain and sale 
deed, conveyed Blackacre to 
“Mary Poor and her children”. 
At the time of the execution and 
delivery of the deed, Mary Poor, 
who was then a widow, had two 
minor children, to wit, James 


if any, has 


| Poor and Anna Poor. What in- 


terests, if any, in Blackacre did 
Mary, James and Anna, respec- 
tively, receive under the deed? 

(b) On May 1, 1955, John Rich, 
by a bargain and sale deed, con- 
veyed Blackacre to “Mary Poor 
and her children”. At the time 
of the execution and delivery of 
the deed, Mary was married to 
Henry Poor but had no children 
then living. On Nov. 1, 1955, Hen- 
ry died; and, on Feb. 1, 1956, 
Mary gave birth to a son whom 
she named Richard. What in- 


| terest, if any, in Blackacre then 


became vested in Richard? 

(c) On Mar. 1, 1957, John Rich, 
by a general warranty deed, con- 
veyed Blackacre to “Mary Poor 
and her heirs, James Poor and 
Anna Poor”, who were her chil- 
dren. At the time of the execu- 


| tion and delivery of the deed, 


Mary Poor was married to 
George Poor. What interest, if 


any, in Blackacre, did Mary, 
James, Anna and George, re- 
spectively, receive under the 
deed? 


(d) On Aug. 1, 1957, John Rich, 
then a widower, conveyed Black- 
acre to “the heirs of his son, 
Andrew Rich”, who was then 
living, by a quitclaim deed. What 
was the effect, if any, of the 
deed? 

14. (a) On Aug. 1, 1957, Seller 
and Buyer signed a contract by 
which Seller agreed to convey 


| his house and lot in Moorestown, 


N. J., to Buyer for $40,000, and 
Buyer agreed to pay Seller the 
said sum therefor. The contract 
provided that settlement was to 
be made and title to the prop- 


|erty transferred to Buyer on 
Sept. 2, 1957; but the contract 
was silent with respect to any 


apportionment of the rent pay- 
able by Tenant, who was then 
occupying the house under a 
lease from Seller for a term of 
3 years, expiring on Aug. 31, 1958. 
Under the lease, Tenant was 
obliged to pay Seller a monthly 
rental of $400 on the first of 
each and every month, in ad- 
vance. 

On Sept. 1, 1957, Tenant paid 
Seller $400 as rent for that 
month: and, at the settlement 
with Buyer on Sept. 2, 1957, Sel- 
ler claimed that he was entitled 
to retain all of that sum. Was 
Seller’s contention correct? 

(b) On Apr. 1, 1956, T, a nur- 
seryman, erected 2 greenhouses 
on land leased to him by L, and 


(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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gave C a chattel mortgage on 
the 2 greenhouses as security for 
the payment, on Apr. 1, 1957, of 
the sum of $3,000, which C had 
advanced to T for the construc- 
tion thereof. T’s lease contained 
no provision giving T the right 
to remove any buildings which 
he might erect on the land dur- 
ing the term of his tenancy; 
but the 2 greenhouses which T 
erected were in fact removable 
without material or permanent 
injury to L’s land. 

By the terms of the lease, T’s 
tenancy expired on June 1, 1957; 
but he remained in possession of 
the leased premises, despite ob- 
jection on the part of L, until 
July 1, 1957, at which time he 
became so disheartened by the 
condition of his business that 
he surrendered possession of the 
premises to L, without removing 
the 2 greenhouses and without 
notice to C, whose $3,000 claim 
against T was still unpaid. Was 
C entitled to foreclose his mort- 
gage on the 2 greenhouses which 
were on L’s land? 

15. (a) On Sept. 1, 1957, at 
10.00 A. M., Friend lent Buyer 
the sum of $5,000 to enable Buy- 
er to purchase from Seller a 


house and lot owned by Seller! 


in Absecon, N. J. At the time this 
loan was made, Buyer executed | 
and delivered to Friend a mort-| 
gage on the said property in the 
sum of $5,000, which was dated! 
Sept. 1, 1957, and which stated 
that it was “a purchase-money 
mortgage given to secure the 
payment of a portion of the 
purchase-price” of the property. | 
When Buyer delivered the mort- 
gage to Friend, he said _ to 
Friend: “You may record this 
mortgage as soon as I telephone} 
to you that I have a deed for 
the property, which will prob- 
ably be in a few hours.” 

On the same day, at 11.00 A. 
M., pursuant to a written agree- 
ment which Seller and Buyer 
had previously executed, Seller 
conveyed the said porperty to 
Buyer, by a general warranty 
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| and, at the time Seller delivered 

the said deed to Buyer, the lat- 
ter paid the sum of $15,000 to) 
| Seller by giving him the $5,000, 
| which he (Buyer) had borrowed 
from Friend, and delivering to 
him (Seller) a $10,000 purchase-| 
money mortgage on the prop- 
erty. Both the deed and the 
mortgage were dated Sept. 1,; 
1957. 

A half hour after the comple- 
tion of this transaction, Friend, 
following the receipt of advice 
from Buyer, duly recorded his 
mortgage: and, two hours later, 
Buyer’s deed and Seller’s mort- 
gage were recorded together by 
Seller’s attorney, first the deed, 
and then the mortgage. 

As between Friend’s $5,000 
mortgage and Seller’s $10,000 
mortgage, which has priority? 

(b) On Sept. 15, 1957, Friend 
assigned his $5,000 mortgage, for 
value, to Naybor, who had no 
knowledge of the circumstances | 

| under which Friend had obtain- | 
ed it. 

As between Naybor and Seller, 
whose mortgage has priority? 

16. (a) C recovered a judgment | 

against 10 joint and_ several 
debtors and executed against all 
of their property, ample to sat- 
isfy the judgment. In lieu of sale 
of the levied property, C accept- 
'ed payment of 9/10ths of the 
judgment amount from 9 of the 
debtors, pro rata, thus saving 
the expense of judgment sale. 

In the meantime, prior to en-| 


| try of the judgment, D, the 10th | 


creditor, had conveyed his real; 
estate to X to defraud his cred-| 
itors. 

After said judgment and ac-| 
ceptance of 9/10ths payments, ! 
C sued in the Chancery Division | 
to set aside the conveyance by| 
D as being in fraud of creditors, | 


specifically of C. For whom 
should the court decide? 
(b) M, in financial straits, | 


asked L to get him a $10,000 loan 
so that M could pay his creditors | 
and keep in business. L induced} 
D to make such a loan. However, | 
M was actually paid $9,000 by| 
| D, through L, who told M that 
| the other $1,000 was a bonus to 
|L for obtaining the loan. L split 
the bonus with D. M executed a 
chattel mortgage for $10,000, at 
6% interest, in favor of L and D, 
which mortgage contained the) 
affidavit of L and D reciting the 
| consideration as $10.000 loaned 
by L and D to M, repayable in 
6 months from date. The mort- 
gage was duly recorded. 

M having defaulted, L and D 
| foreclosed and took possession of 
| the mortgaged chattels, having 
|a value of $15,000, and sold them 
|for $10,000, satisfying their 
| mortgage. 

C, having a claim against M 
| for $12,000. thereafter brought 
| suit against M, L and D, for $12,- 

000. Judgment for whom? 

17. On Feb. 1, 1956, T’s sister, 
|S, was so badly injured in a train 

wreck that her right arm and 
left leg had to be amputated. At 
| that time, T had a will by which 
he gave his entire estate to his 
daughter. D, and named her the 
executrix thereof. 

On May 1, 1955, T said to D, 
who knew the contents of T’s 
will: ‘“‘My sister, S, is in very bad 
shape and will never be able to 
work again. I ought to make a 
new will and give her my house 
in Rahway”. D replied: “Why 
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| go to the trouble of making a 
Don’t worry—when 


deed, for the sum of $15,000: | you die, I’ll give her a deed for 


}new will? 


| the house.” Then T said to D: 
| “All Fight. I’ll rely on your prom- 
ise and leave my will as it is. C, 
your cousin here, knows what 
you’ve just said.” 

On Aug. 1, 1956, T died; and, 
on Aug. 15, 1956, D probated T’s 
will and was duly appointed ex- 
ecutrix of his estate, which in- 
cluded T’s house in Rahway and 
$100,000 in personal property. 

On Oct. 1, 1956, C informed S 
of the promise which D had 
made to T, to convey T’s said 
house to S upon his death. 
Thereupon, S immediately de- 
manded a deed for the house 
from D, which D refused to give 
her. What remedy, if any, did S 


| have? 


18. On Oct. 1, 1952, H executed 
a will by which he gave a $5,009 
legacy to his sister, S, a $3,000 
legacy to his brother, B, and the 
residue of his estate to his wife, 
W. At that time, H and W were 
childless; and H’s will contained 
no provision for or mention of 
any child or children that might 
be thereafter born to or legally 
adopted by him. On Sept. 1, 1953, 
H’s wife, W, gave birth to twins, 
M and N. 

On Oct. 1, 1954, H executed a 
codicil to his will, by which he 
nullified the $5,000 legacy be- 
queathed to his sister, S, who 
had meanwhile died, but ‘“rati- 
fied, approved, confirmed and 
republished” all the other pro- 
visions of his original will, which 
was identified in the codicil and 
attached thereto. On July 1, 
1957, H died, survived by his 
wife, W, his children, M and N, 


; and his brother, B, and leaving 


personal property valued at $63,- 
000. | 

Assuming that both the will 
and the codicil were executed 
and attested in accordance with 
all statutory requirements. how 


| should H’s estate be divided? 


19. T, resident of New Jersey, 
died in 1957, survived by his wife, 
W, his niece, N, and two chil- 
dren, M and J. Another child, V, 
had died in 1944, leaving his 
wife, U, and an infant son, S. J 
had been married in 1943 to K, 
but K died in 1947, and J mar- 
ried L in 1949. 

T’s will, duly executed in 1945, 
gave half of his estate to his 
wife, W, and provided a legacy 
of $5,000 “to each of my chil- 
dren.” It also bequeathed $5,000 
“to the wife of my son, J.” The 
wil: left to W “all the furnish- 
ings and fixtures in my apart- 
ment’, and then provided that 
“whatever is in my apartment 
and not otherwise disposed of 
is to go to my niece, N”. 

After T’s death, a metal box 
was found in his desk in his 
apartment. The box contained a 
certificate for 100 shares of 
stock of U. S. Steel Company, 
endorsed in blank, a deed to a 
parcel of New Jersey realty in 
T’s name alone, and a savings 
bank book showing a balance 
of $7.000 in an account entitled 
“T or X or the survivor”, which 
account was created solely with 
T’s money. X was a cousin of T. 
These were the only assets in T’s 
estate. His debts and funeral ex- 
penses amount to $1,000. There 
was furniture, etc., in T’s apart- 
ment. 

E, the executor of T’s estate, 
wants advice as to the rights of 
all the above named persons in 
T’s estate, what and how much 


each will receive, and what 
source will be used to pay the 
debts and funeral expenses. 


What advice should be given to 
him? 

20. Is there any provision in 
the 1947 New Jersey Constitution 
concerning the following mat- 


| ters? If there is, state the sub- 


stance of the provision. 
(a) Absentee voting by per- 


| sons unable to go personally to! 


the polls on election day, be-| 
cause of illness or absence from 
the State. 

(b) Fixing the time when pub- 


World Law or World Holocaust 


(Continued from page 1) 


But the World divided into 
two mighty armed camps is no 
pleasant future to envision. The 
peril from such a situation is 
obvious. If we had only the 
lessons of history to go by, we 
would have to conclude that war 
with Russia is as certain as to- 
morrow’s sunrise unless a for- 
mula is developed to end this 
ever accelerating arms race. I 
am here to present not an exact 
formula for such an immediate 
result but at least the broad 
vision of such a formula. A for- 
mula which if put into effect 
offers in my sincere belief the 
best possibility for eventually 
putting an end to the resort to 
war as a method of settling dis- 
putes between nations. 

Before discussing such a for- 
mula, however, we must have 
the whole picture before us. 
Otherwise our consideration will 
be too shallow to be meaningful. 
In the shadow of the spinning 
Sputniks it is sometimes difficult 
to remind ourselves that science 
and weapons are only one of the 
methods used by Communism to 
make good on its idea that it 
must conquer the World or per- 
ish. The Soviets have more cun- 
ning, more ability and more 
manpower than any foe we have 
ever faced. The Kremlin makes 
no secret of its plan to conquer 
the World by the forced devel- 
opment and regimentation of 
the scientific and economic ca- 
pacities of the nearly one billion 
people in the Communist bloc. 
While arms achievements are 
now their most publicized effort, 
we must never overlook their 
economic, psychological and sub- 
versive tactics which can be 
equally effective in enslaving 
the free World. Military might 
has clamped Communist-con- 
trolled regimes upon the peop]e 
of some unwilling nations, but 
we must never forget that hand- 
picked legislative bodies, chosen 
under conditions of extreme in- 
timidation, have voted even 
more into the vast Soviet colonial 
empire. Some so-called uncom- 
mitted or neutral peoples seem 
to be hovering closer to Russia 





recently, almost obviously out of 
fear she may attack them and 
out of the certain knowledge 


that we will not. 

I firmly believe that an idea 
can be more powerful than an 
atom and that nothing can be 
more powerful than an idea 
whose time has come. In a world 
where distance is now meaning- 
less—and all nations are now 
‘“neighbors’—we must learn to 
live together or see our civiliza- 
tion go up in the senseless devas- 
tation of war. A plan for living 
together will be more warmly 
received and more welcome to 
more people than any revelation 
of plans for more and more 
destructive power, even though 
the need of the latter is clearly 
recognized. This means a plan 
other than war for the settle- 
ment of disputes between na- 








lic questions, to be voted upon 
by the people of the entire State, 
must be submitted. 

(c) Denying paupers the right 
of suffrage. 

(d) Determining how the Gov- 
ernor shall be chosen, if the 2 
candidates with the most votes 
have an equal number of votes. 

(e) Limiting the time within 
which a proposed amendment to 
the Constitution may be re-sub- 
mitted to the voters, after being 
rejected by them. 

(To be Concluded) 


in 
in 


tions. It particularly means we 
must win not only the arms race 
but we must win the fight for 
the minds of men by leadership 
in proposing a Plan to end that 
arms race. Russia now says she 
will create a peaceful world by 
making it 100 per cent Com- 
munist. We must not only say 
but we must demonstrate beyond 
question that we offer both 
peace and freedom. With the 
contest thus narrowed to free- 
dom or slavery the decision is 
certain if we but seize our op- 
portunities and provide the es- 


sential leadership. 
The atomic and hydrogen 
bombs, the Sputniks, and the 


ICBM’s have attuned the people 
of the World to an overwhelming 
desire for peace which is prob- 
ably stronger than any such de- 


sire in all history. There is a 
common realization that under 
present conditions every man, 


woman and child will be in the 
front line trenches if the holo- 
caust of world war explodes. This 
most urgent desire to prevent 
war thus offers a unique and 
unparalleled opportunity to de- 
velop the machinery that is 
essential for peace with the 
overwhelming support of world- 
wide public opinion. The fact 
that mankind has sought such 
machinery since the beginning 
of time, and failed to develop it. 
is no reason to conclude the 
task is impossible of achieve- 
ment. Most of the technological 
miracles of our day were con- 
sidered impossible of achieve- 
ment only short time ago. A 
generation that can develop the 
genius to split the atom and to 
travel faster than sound and 
can create television and the 
wonder drugs surely has the 
capacity to face up to and solve 
the major problem of man—How 
to live together in peace in our 
shrunken World. 

To taste the rewards of peace 
we must eliminate the possibilits 
of war. To eliminate the pos- 
sibility of war, we must create 
a means for peaceful settlemen: 
of international disputes. Force 
disarmament treaties of every 
nature, have been tried and have 
failed. There is one means lef: 
which I sincerely believe is ths 
only sure foundation for a last- 
ing peace. It is the universal us 
of the rule of law to settle dis- 
putes between nations just 
we now use that rule in 
settlement of disputes between 
individuals. The need for law in 
the World community is indeed 


5 
a 


tne 
Uf) 


the greatest gap in the lega: 
structure of civilization. 
The most important pubiic 


service open to our legal profes- 
sion today is therefore the op- 
portunity to mobilize the pres- 
tige and the power, the sanit) 
and the skill, the judgment anc 
the judicial temperament of the 
lawyers of the World in behal: 
of the goal of peace under 1a\ 
Never in all history has 
climate been more favorable fo: 
success if we but move swiftly 
surely and carefully to meet thé 
need that exists. We must bt 
upon the experience of the pas: 
and the possibilities of the pres 
ent to insure a peaceful future 
To do this we lawyers mus 
evaluate World law and develd! 
new international legal machin- 
ery which will maintain essentl. 
national sovereignity, yet sth 
provide for peaceful settlemen: 
of disputes between nations un- 
der the rule of law. 
Disarmament conferences ha‘: 
been held down through ti 
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is the history of the rise and fall | tellectual advances have made 


of ideas. Among all the contend- 


awesome power available. Prop- 


ing ideas which have fought for} erly harnessed, that power will 


the minds of men since the 


'been outstanding. On this con- 
cept, which embodies the Natural 
Law, which was the heart and 
core_of Magna Carta, which is 
the spirit and guiding light of 
our Bill of Rights, we can build 
with every confidence that it is 
a foundation, not of sand but of 
everlasting Fock. 

What do leading men of our 
day think of peace under law? 
One of the greatest inquiring 
minds we have produced, Henry 
R. Luce—a non-lawyer—in re- 
cent months has repeatedly call- 
ed for a “law-ful” World in 
espousing the idea here set forth. 
H-Bomb creator Edward Teller 
has said that the only prospect 
for an end to the arms race is a 
“system of international law.” 
Mr. Chief Justice Earl Warren 
has said “law or force will rule 
the World.” Former Attorney 
General Herbert Brownell has 
called for a “law of nations” to 
supply the needs of the World 
in this area. The former Gover- 
nor of New York, Thomas E. 
Dewey, has accepted the chair- 
manship of the important new 


‘ABA Committee on International 


Law Planning to determine what 
ABA has done, is doing and 
should do to further this idea 
of peace under law. 

Peace can never be achieved 
dramatically overnight. This 
idea is only a start in the right 
direction. To effectuate the Plan 
envisioned here requires hard 
work, clear thinking, and much 
careful planning if it is to be- 


come effective. Just as the 
method for splitting the atom 
or for a space Satellite were 
known long’ before = success 


crowned years of effort, we are 
not dealing here with a totally 
new subject. What we need is a 
putting together of the formula 
and a demonstration of its prac- 
ticality and workability. The 
actual blueprint can be prepared 
only through the tremendous 
effort which is part and parcel 
of all worthwhile progress. As in 
the case of all other challenging 
ideas, the use of law to replace 
require going 
through growing or formative 
stages until we have the idea 
functioning internationally as it 
now functions nationally. But 
the “longest journey begins with 
the first step.”” We should take 
that first step now. 

repeat: An idea can be 


weapons will 


To 
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nber of unheralded 

ional arbitration and other 
tribunals which today apply law 
In the settlement of disputes 
between nations as well as dis- 
putes between individuals of an 
International character. One of 
asks is to acquaint the legal 
-ssion with these precedents 
build upon 
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them the - 
legal machinery for 
herein proposed. 
e latest provision for peace- 
settlement of international 
utes under law is found in 
arbitration clauses of the 
ty creating the European 
mon Market and Free Trade 
Area. The Charter of the Organ- 
ization of American States and 
charters of other interna- 
organizations incorporate 


es 





the 
tne 


summer during our pil- 
e to the fountains of the 
in England we 
eminded that the Barons 
and Lords of England maintain- 
e rivate armies, and fought 





directed—so crystallize as to re- 
Court, or of 
other such tribunals, and force 
reluctant nations to take their 
disagreements there for decision. 

“World government,’ which 
will not and should not arrive 
the foreseeable future is not 
a part of the picture I paint. 
ch a government has inherent 
defects similar to those of dis- 
armament agreements. This idea 
of peace under law envisions law 
vhich can grow out of the en- 
larged use of law by the World 
community and does not require 
any “super” or other World 
legislative body. The body of 
law needed here can grow as did 
the “common law” out of the 
use Of law in courts or other 
international tribunals like the 
arbitration tribunals I have re- 
ferred to. The decisions under 
law of the tribunal in each in- 
ternational dispute can serve as 
precedents until a “common” or 
“universal” law of nations grows 
into reality. 
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only by a massive show of arms 
might pull us down to their 
level in the eyes of some of the 
World. But the mere mention of 
freedom will recall Hungary. The 
mere mention justice will re- 





call its absence behind the Iron 
Curtain. And the idea of peace— 
of peace through law—will ap- 
peal to the foremost yearnings 
of all men ev where. In the 
world-wide fight for the minds 
of men we would thus emphasize 





the moral 
tinguish 
Such a pro 
gaining the psy 
tive we may have 
the Sputniks 


pl i} which dis- 
us from Communism. 
in aid in re- 
-hological initia- 
lost through 
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Without a vision, a plan and 
a purpose of better things to 
come we cannot capture the 
minds of men for the freedom 
under law which is the great 
idea and ideal we offer to the 
World. We must not let the 


idea be dim- 
achievement 
and 


appeal of that great 
med by any Soviet 





o 


or boastful claim. Guns 
more guns, while recognized as 
essential to keep the peace, is 


not a program the people of the 
World will rise as one to cheer. 
|But a message heralding a plan 
|for the end of war—a vision of 
peace with individual freedom 


under law—can ring a bell whose | 


clarion call will reverberate 
around the whole World. 
The history 


+ 
ol 


the rise and} 
! fall of nations and civilizations ' 


more powerful than any atom; 
and an idea whose time has 
come is too powerful to deny. 
Our task, as lawyers, is to see 
to it that the “time” of the rule 
of law arrives before atomic 
annihilation overtakes us. 

The call to service rings loud 
and clear. All lawyers and legal 
organizations must work to- 
gether and support each other 
in our mutual effort to harness 
public opinion behind the rule 
of law in international affairs. 
Our selling point must be the 
God-given right of mankind to 
equality and freedom. The prim- 
ary objective of law is justice, 
and no method of resolving in- 
ternational disputes could be 
more acceptable to those who 
desire equality and freedom 
than one whose foremost virtue 
is justice. 

Modern technological and in- 


| build a world beyond our dreams; 


) fundamentals of|dawn of history, the concept of| but unleashed for destruction 
|fairness embodying the wisdom | individual human freedom has| that power could bring about our 


|/complete annihilation. 

Thus, the obligation of lawyers 
is to establisn the rule of law as 
ithe best and most effective 
means of settling international 
disputes and avoiding the hole- 
caust of War. We must bring all 
our talents, all of our experience, 
all of our courage, and ali our 
determination to this task. 

I call upon you lawyers of 
/Oklahoma to lift your minds 
and your sights from the public 
service you now render on locai, 
state and national issues ana 
focus upon the number one prob- 
lem of mankind and make your 
contribution to its solution. 

It is the combined brain power 
|of the scientists and other tech- 


nological men of the whole 
World which has created our 
current situation where man 


stands at the cross-roads of one 
of the great dramatic and de- 
cisive moments of history. One 
‘road leads to war and annihila- 
tion or, what is worse, the slavery 
of Communism. The other road 
leads to peace and freedom un- 
der law. 

I sincerely believe that the 
combined brain power of lawyers 
can create and achieve as great- 
ly as our scientists in meeting 
the needs of the World today. 
From its inception to the present 
zenith of its power our govern- 
mental machinery has been in 
large part conceived, formulated 
and operated by lawyers. Let us 
now use our talents in taking the 
broad vision of a formula for 
peace under law herein present- 
ed and making it a reality in the 
World Community. As lawyers 
we should be proud that our 
profession is now afforded this 
opportunity to render such a 
magnificent service to mankind. 
No greater public service can be 
performed. 





OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE 
APPRAISER 


REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, 
ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX, 
FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 

M. R. LANES 
200 OLIVER STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
MArket 3-1119 








LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 
24 Hour Telephone Answering 
Service 
SEYMOUR RING 
107 Schuyler Avenue 
Newark 12, N. J. 
WaAverly 6-5324 








—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 








ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 








Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. MINION 
Associated Adjusters 
24 Commerce St., Newark 


Mitchell 2-1771-2 


























Courts. 

CERTIFICATES of regularity 
standing. 
Courts. 


Trenton. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 


Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable- 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 


INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 


_ THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


of proceedings or corporate 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N.J. 
Tel. EXport 6-8439 




















holders, ¢ 


| 
AMBERG & USLAR COINING CORP | of 






Certifv that the said 


my offi 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





Dated: December 12, 1957 
OF ROSE L. STYDOCKER, de- 





Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands ag#iust the estate of said deceasea, 
within six months from this date, or they 
wilt be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering tle same against the subscriber. 

DAVID BOBKER 
DAVID BOBKER, Attorney 
Main Street 
Last Orange, 
iJ Dec 19, 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
iv all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 





WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 


dug authenticated record of the proceed 

xs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
r -posited in my office that 
MOOR KE MOTOR CAR CO 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 























Dated: e 
OF McCALVIN JONES, 





whom these presents may - 
on the application of 
















































| 


> McKinley Avenue, | 


in the City of East Orange, County of Essex, | 


State of New Jersey (Mrs Agnes 
being the agent therein and in char 


Moore, 
thereof, 





upon whom process may be served), has | 


ments of Title 14 





omplied with the requir 
Corporations, General re 
f New Jersey, Jf iminary to 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. | 





NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | ~ 


State of the State of New . Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | 
Sixteenth day of December, 195 file in| 
luly executed and attested consent | 
to the dissolution of said cor- | 
executed by all the stockholders | 












aforesaid are now on file | 
provided by law 

WHEREOF, 1! 

and and af- } 







fixed my official seal 

this Sixteenth day of December, 
iSeal) A.D.. one — md nine hundred | 

and fifty-seve ] 

EDWARD J. "PATTEN, | 

Secretary of State. 











L.J Det. 26, Jan. 2, 9 $21.60 | | 
‘ 

ea lethal i da niches 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY j of 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE | 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom hese presents may come ie 

Greeting | 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction | 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 

ngs for the vo 
ty the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders. deposited in my office that 

THI ISLAND RESTAURANT 

i corporat f this State, whose principal | 
office is situate “lf at No ark Street, 1a 
the Township of Hillside, yunty of Union, | 























State o vy Jersey (George sennett, 
being t gent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served), has 





complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey, preliminary to the issuinc 
of Dissolution 
IFORE,, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
the said corporation did, on the 
ae file in 
nd attested consent 
i of said ec 
executed by the stockhol 
sof, which und the 
the proceedi are now on tile 
my swid office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal 
this Seventeenth day o | 
Seal) A.1)., one thousand nine hundred | 
and = fifty-sever | 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
‘ t 


Necretary of State | 








wmber 
















J Dec. 26, Jan. 2, 9 $21 60 | 





STATE OF W JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
RTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


ll to whom these presents may come 






(ireeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction | 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof } 
by the unanimous consent of all the stoek- 
posited in my office that 














corporation of this State, whose mo] 
ittice is situated at No R330 «(No th Ria ! | 
street in the City of Elizabeth. County of | 
State of New Jersey (Joseph S. Linda- | 

















bury be ing the agent therein and in charge | 
there upon whom process . be served), | 
has complied with reqnir nt Title | 
4 Corporations, General, of Revised Stat- | 
tes ’ New Jersey preliminary to the 
s ng of this Certificate of Disse!lutior 3 
NOW THEREFOR Ek, I. the Sec.etary of | — 
State of the Sti of N } 
Certify that the ante | 
Thirteenth day of Dec 7 | 
my offiee a duly execute attested consent | 
writing to the disso'ution of said cor- | 
poration, executed by all the steckholders | 
thereof, which said consent and the record |] 
the i f ie now on file | 


o sas provide y law | 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 
have hereto set my hand and a 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton | 
this Thirte day of December 

(Sead) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | 

and fifty-seven 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 


Seeretary of St 











J Dec. 19. 26, Jan. 2 £21.60 | 
Ms | 
TATE OF NEW JERSEY | 

DE PARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | 
oft whom these presents mau come. | 


satisfaction 
proceed - 
n_ thereof 
the stock- 


my 


Greeting 
WHEREAS 
luly anthentic 











consent of al 
in my office t 
CONTROLS, INC 


we unanim 
lders, denosi 


MeDER MOT 








this State, whose principal | 
s at N 62 Roosevelt Street 
the Town of Nutley, County of Essex 
State of yew Jersey (Mortimer Roge 








therein 





preliminary to the issuing 
tifieate of Dissolution 

Now THEREFORE. TI. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jerser. Do Hereby 





'welfth day of De 1957, file in 


duly exeen 








IN rESTIMONY WIEREOF, 1 | 4emands against the estate of aaid decemaad 
aft within 








writ 
eration. execu 
ere”, which consent and the record | 2otlee 
fo the preeeedit aforesaid are now on file | 2aid 
my said off as provided by law ynder 
have hereto ve" my hand an 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton | wt) 
this Tweitth Ae of December recovering 
eal’ A.D one thousand nine hundred 
and aie-ereen ROTHSCHILD 
FOWARD J. PATTEN T44 
Seeretaru of Stote Newark 
J Dex 19. 26. Jan. 2? $21.60 (1 





} ) 
said consent and the record | 


» at Trenton, | ‘ 


ntary dissolution thereof | ; 

















ion did, on the | EST 


attested consent | TOTFY 
to the dissolution of said cor- | “sex 

by all the stockholders | the undersigned. Executrix of said deceased 
to the creditors e* 
exhibit to the snubecriber 






























| 
1 4) 
| 












































_| LEGAL NOTICES 
ESTATE OF ABRAHAM WEINSTEIN de- 


ceased. 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 

Notice is hereby given that the accounts 
f the su seinen Executor of the Last Will 
and Testament of ABRAHAM WEINSTEIN, 
€ will be audited and stated by the 
Togate and reported for settlement to the 
Essex County Court, Probate Division, on 














| Tuesday, the 2lst day of January next, and 
| application wil also be made for a Judgmen: 
| n 
| Dated: December 5, 1957 
| HY 


. 


»f Distribut 





H. BERNSTEIN 







= H. E STEIN, Attorney 





rsey 


J.- fi 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPART T OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 







| To all to whom these presents may come 





Greet 






d by law 
TIMONY WHEREOP, I 
) t , hand and af- 





and fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 


Serretary of Sta 





















































































































L.J.—Deec. 19, 26, Jan. 2 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 








CERTIFICA TE OF DISSOLUTION 
ym these presents may eome 











satisfaction 
the proceed 
therey 











being the avent rein and in charge thereof 
whor process may be served) has 
mplied with tt requirements of Title 14 
‘orporations, Gener f Revised Statntes 


the iseui 





Secretary 
Do Heret 
id. on tl 
file 
f sted eonsent 
writing ¢ he Vicon] nition f said cor 
ntod br all the stockhole 


the rec 








EW JERSEY 
OF STATE 
R DISSOLUTION 
2 t hom these presenta may eow 








satisfacti 
the proces 
n the 
ANE RL TEES nsent of sil the st 
that 
PARTS, IN 


se princ 











Bex <s situated at N Q°7 4 rgen Aven 


of Hnds 
r Rus} 
nd in charge ther 
be served) t 
nts of Title 


Rtaty tos 








ter 





oretary 
Do Her 






































HOMESTEAD HFATER COMPANY. IN 





eornoeration of this State. whose prin 

ico ia situated at No. 23-43 Selvage Street 
City of Newark. Connty of Face 
f New 




















State of the 











of the Conrty ¥, 
on the application 0” 








on the application o* 
Administrator of said deceas- 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 







the estate ef said deceased 





he forever barred from prosecnting ¢7 
the same acainst the anbeerther 





to 


2.3.—Dee. 19. 98, Jan. 2 












STATE OF NEW TERSFY 
DFPARTYENT OF STATE 
ITIFICATE OF DISSOTTTION 








“hom these presents may eer 





AS. Tt to mv cotiafaet 

thent ra af the ne 

¢ ¥ mn ther 
t} n ™ s neent 1) the gst 
lors Jenosited in my that 












oT (Richard F (ear 
2 3 ar 








= © 
vow 





Pea the 


renth jor 












Pe Of nrarider 
IN TESTIVONY WHERPOF 
have heretn ant > hard and af 





fxed my a}, at Trenton 





thie Fleventh dar # Tieeorp her 
eal) A TD ane thonsanad nine bupdre 

and Sftr-coron 

FEPWARD J. PATTEN, 


Searectory af @ 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 





o all J whom these presents may come 


Greetin; 


= HE EEAS. It appears to my satisfaction. | 
; uly au ithenticated record of the proceed 
&, for the voluntary dissolution thereo! 

the unanimous consent of all the stock 


lders. deposited in mv office that 
BELMONT APARTMENTS, IN‘ 





this Certificate of Dissolution 





ais jay of Decembe 

y ‘office a duly executed and a 
writing to the dissolution 

executed by all the 









BD 


is said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHERE( 





© have hereto set my hand anu af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
t ‘D “ee 


his Twenty-sixt la 


fseal) A.D., ne ee nine hundred 


and fifty-s 
EDWARD “ig ”PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

1 Jan. 2, 9, 16 $2 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To alt to whom these presents may come, 


By Harold Kamens 
INSURANCE PROCEEDS: 
1929 decedent created an irrevo-| tions thereby making 
cable trust. At the same time he/ necessary to decide any issues 
made the trustees the benefici-| aS to their correctness. Papania, 
ary of several policies of insur-| TCM 1957-41. 
ance on his life, and delivered 
the policies to the trustees. 
Held: He did not assign the 
policies to the trustees, but re- 
tained the right 
beneficiary. The 
mere expectation 
dent could defeat 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
ithenti cated record of th 
voluntary dissolution thereof 


jeposited in my office that 
eongarntion of this State, whose principal ; eALTY C 
E 


e is situated at Ni iu ark Place 

the City “of Newark, wunty of _Esse 2x, 
Rate of New Jersey (David M. Litw 
ping the agent therein and in charge 


ereof, upon whom process may be served), t therein and in charge thereof, 
s complied with the requirements of Title 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


the requirements of Title 14, 
to change the 
trustees had a 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | of thia Certificate of Dissolution. 


bate of _the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


hat the said corporation did, on the of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


Ag aid e orporation did, on the 


The right to 
change beneficiaries was an in- 
cident of ownership in decedent, 
and the proceeds of the policies 
are includible in his g 
.| Willing Estate, CA-7 

FAILURE TO PROVE FRAUD: 
An operator of j 
contended that 


uted ar ad Aitested consent 





which said consent and the record J 
‘proceedings aforesaid are now on file oe? consent and the record 
Biviecs Me aforesaid are now on file 
office as provided by law. 





substantially all 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BRTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
3 to whom these vresents may come 







EAS, It appears to my sat 





by authenticated record of the . 
jogs for the voluntary dissolution 
by th unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders jenosited in my off ee that 
LOOKOUT HILL, 
- “ration of this State eo principal 
3 sit J N 571 'p mpton Ave 
x, &t Nt Fr 
. Il t n 





arge thereof, upon Rey “pro: cess may be 
1as complied with the requirements 
14, Corpo rations, General, of Revised 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the 





ssuing of this Certificate of Dissolution 

SOW THEREFORE. I, the Secretary « 
» State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
nat the said corporation aes on the 


ay 










uted pos atte woe 4 ‘ 
dissolution of sai 
by all the stockho lders 


cor 





my said ne as provided by law 
{N TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
have hereto set my = and af 
re my a. seal at names on. 

Seal A Dy. on 1e thousand nine hun dred 
and 'afty- seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

Jan. 2, 9, 16 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come 

rreeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by y authenticated record of the proceed 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
; . 1imous consent of all the stock 
bolders. deposited in my office that 
BEACON FURNITURE CO IN¢ 
r @ of this State, whose principal 
lat rt » 744 Broad St 
the ‘ ty ot Newark Count I 

a of New Jersey Seymour J. S I 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
f whom process may be served), has 

with the requirements of Title 14, 
General, of Revised Statutes 
y preliminary to the issuing 
his Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ertify. that the sa! d een, aid, on the 
wenty-sixt I 








z 
7 
A+ 





by office a duly exe ecuted and attest ted -onsent 
writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-sixth day of December 
(seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fty-seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
p 9 16 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

to whom these presents may come, 








AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
aticated record of the proceed- 
the untary dissolution thereof 
ty the unanimous consent of all the stock 
»o.ders, deposited in my office that 
SERVICE SALES INC 











P Corpor f thi « State, whose principal 
ce ia situated No. 650 Bergen Street 
City f x wark, County of 
‘ 





(Samu e Gart J 
1 2in and in charge theréof, 
process may hg served), has 
“1 with the requirements of Title 14 
tions, General, of Revised Statutes 
Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
bs rate of Dissolution. 
EREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did. on te 
d of December, 1957, 4 
ly ‘mastiel and attested consent 
tin the dissolution of said cor 
ation, executed by all the stackholders 
*, which said consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
aid office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 
ave hereto set my hand and af 
Sred _my official seal, at Trenton 








Lae ded 2 4 





mE 


a oe 
Rg 


' wenty-sixth day of December 

ae A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
end fifty-seven. 

J. PATTEN, 

of State. 


an. 2, 9, 16 $21.60 





: Dated: November 26. 1957 
OF SOPHIE L. OFFERMANN, de 





rr to the order of ADRIAN M 
3 day JR. Surrogate of the County of 
os D acee day made, on the application of 
Btine ay er Executors of said deceased. 
‘a4 ereby given to the creditors of 
er ont’: to exhibit to the subscribers 
Demande ath or affirmation, their claims and 
Dittis *gainst the estate of said deceased. 
ee ix months from this date, or they | 
Recoveries orever barred from prosecuting or 
MZ the same against the subscribers 
CLARENCE E. RADER 
f2koen FRED C. BEYER, SR. 
imac & DIPPEL, Attorneys 







2, 19, 26, Jan. 2 





of the increas se 





Commissioner 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY was attributable to the receipt 
WE hie ne OF STATE 


by him of $112,000 in 






prior to and during 
year. Testimony 
tended to substantiate 


of two witnesses 


Held: Commissioner 








he requirements of Title 14, 





the sai c corporation 2 id, 





ngs afore bangs ad gl now on file 





Certify that the said 
iwent SIXT 
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Federal Tax Notes 





| fraud and the deficiencies are 
In| barred by the statute of limita- 
it un- 


FRAUDB+For the years 1938 
through 1942, taxpayer did not 
keep any books or records. For 
the years 1943 through 1946, his 
records showe@ only income 
from a fruit-processing partner- 
ship, and those records were in- 


complete and inaccurate. 


Held: The income tax returns 
for the years 1938 through 1946 
were false and fraudulent and 
were made with the intent to 
evade tax. Smith, TCM 1957-43. 

LONG-TERM INCOME: Tax- 
payer developed a process for 
curing Mexican beef. He first 
conceived the idea for the pro- 
cess on 6/24/47 and filed appli- 
cation for a Mexican patent on 
9/19/49. On 6-25-51 he executed 
a power of attorney to a Mexican 
patent law firm to prosecute the 
original patent application on 
his behalf. The patent was 


granted on 7/23/51. 


Held: Taxpayer fully com- 
pleted work on the process in 
1949 when the patent applica- 
tion was filed. He therefore did 
not fulfill the 36-month work- 
period requirement of Section 
107 (b) (1939 Code) for prorating 
the income received from the 
patents over prior years. Mor- 


gan, TCM 1957-60. 


DEDUCTIONS: Taxpayer was 
to pay his wife between $1,000 
and $1,500 a month, depending 
on his income, for twelve years, 
and was also to pay $7,200 to her 
immediately after the entry of 


the divorce decree. 


Held: The deduction for the 
$7,200 is not allowed because it 
was a periodic payment. Lowry, 


DC Ill., 3 4 57. 


PERSONAL EXPENDITURE: 


Taxpayer advanced $17,000 to 


her husband for a personal res- 
idence which was intended to be 
their home. Upon a subsequent 
property settlement pursuant 
to a separation agreement, she 
attempted to treat the advance 
as a loan and took a bad-debt 
deduction for the nonreimbursed 


portion. 


Held: She was not entitled to 
the deduction because the sum 
advanced was a purely personal 
expenditure and was not intend- 


ed as a loan. Even if were a loan 
it did not become worthless in the 
taxable year since the facts show- 
ed that the husband was a man 
of some wealth. Bartos, 27 TC No. 
123. 

STANDARD DEDUCTION: 


Taxpayer-teacher’ elected to 


take the standard deduction. 
Held: She could not, in addi- 
tion, deduct dues to teachers’ 
associations and summer-school 
expenses for courses required to 
renew a teachers’ certificate. 


Such expenses are deductible 


only from adjusted gross income. 


Thompson, TCM 1957-62. 


BUSINESS DEDUCTIONS: 


Entertainment expenses incur- 
red by an Oklahoma firm repre- 
sented expenditures for liquor. 


Held: Taxpayer is denied as a 
business deduction such ex- 


penses since the purchase and 
sale of intoxicating liquor is 
prohibited in the state. O’Shea 
TCM 1957-15; Finley, TCM 1957- 


16. 
FOREIGN RESIDENT: Tax- 


payer claimed he was a resident 
of foreign countries during the 
year 1945 and that he was not 
taxable on foreign salary. In 
March 1945 he quit his job in the 
Netherlands West Indies, return- 





Announcements 


Marcus Werther, a member of 


| the New Jersey Bar and formerly 
an Enforcement Attorney with 
the O.P.A. has been admitted to 
the Bar in Colorado and has 
opened offices there at 1459 Wolff 


St., Denver. 


Herbert B. Bierman, formerly 


of Newark, has become associ- 
ated with Joseph T. Karcher in 
the practice of law at 61 Main 


Street, Sayreville. 











ed to the United States for two 


months and then went to Saudi 


Arabia on a new job. 


Held: Even if the taxpayer 
was a resident of the West In- 
dies, his residence. at the very 
latest, terminated before his ar- 
rival in Saudi Arabia. Since he 
could not become a resident of 
Saudi Arabia until his arrival 
there, he could not be a resident 
of foreign countries for the en- 
tire year. DeFir, DC Cal., 1/28/57. 

SECTION 722 RELIEF: A coal 
mining compai:y claimed Sec- 
tion 722 relief for 1944, and the 
benefits of unused excess profits 
credit carryovers from 1942 and 
1943. It contended that unusual 
and peculiar events affected its 
production during the base per- 


iod. 


Held: Relief is denied as the 


company failed to show that 


a logical constructive-average 
base period net income could 
be established which would ex- 
ceed the benefits already allow- 
ed under Section 712 (e). Clay- 


ton Coal Co., 27 TC No. 99. 


AWAY FROM HOME EXPEN- 
SES: Taxpayer was employed by 
a Long Beach hotel which re- 
quired that he reside in Long 
Beach during his working days, 
and furnished a room in the 
hote! for his living accommoda- 
tions. He maintained a home for 


his family 15 miles away. 


Held: Claimed deductions for 


expenses of meals at Long Beach 


were not allowed as expenses 


“away from home” since his 
“home” for purposes of the Code 
was at his principal place 
business. O’Toole, CA-2, 4/8/57. 





"COMPLETE: ATTORNEY COOPERATION 
BRUMBERG, JUD JUDLOWE: 
Bae & SIGLER » .S. : 
ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS. ~~ 
OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES, 







of 

















KARKUS PRESS 


100-102 Fayette St., 
Perth Amboy, N. J. 
e TYPE-EZE* LAW FORMS 
@ CORPORATION OUTFITS 
SAME DAY SERVICE 


Also Sold in Stationery Stores 
Throughout New Jersey 


Latest Catalog FREE on Request 








WANT 
SOMEONE 


LOCATED? 















the undersigned, Executrix 








demands against the 
within six sesh 9 





















cacteesiie ‘the. same “aga 


















SUPERIOR TRENTON SERVICE 
Superior and U.S. District Court judgment searching 
with receivership search in both courts. 
Corporate Status, including Tax information. 
Abstracts and information in all courts and departments. 
SUPERIOR TITLE SEARCH COMPANY 
(W. Coe McKeeby) 
24 Branford Place Tel. MArket 3-4232 Newark 2, N.J. 
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Dated: December 19, 1957 Dated: December 20, 1957 Dated: December 20, 1957 | Dated: December a Dated: on 12, 1957 
OF MINNIE B. BRADFORD, de ESTATE OF JOSEPH F. EGAN, deceased | ESTATE OF ARTHUR P. ABBOTT, de-| ESTATE OF SAMUEL NELSON, ESTATE OF WILLIAM K. VANSTON 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M | Pursuant to the order of ADR. AN “ deceased s 
the order of ADRIAN M. | FOLEY, JR., Surrogate ! ber | ADRIAN M. | FOLEY, JK Surrogate of the County of Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. @?t 
rrogate be County cf |] Essex, this day made, on of 2 ty | Essex, this day made, on the application of | FULEY, JK., Surrogate of the County vo! Pu: 
made ‘ of | the undersigned, Execut ad. | the undersigned, Executor of said deceased,/| Essex, this day made, on the application o! 
Executor of | notice is , f | | uotice is hereby given to the creditors of | the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
y given to the fj suid decease i, | | said deceased, to exhibit to the subseriber | notice is hereby given to the creditors o: 
to exhibit t } under oath or rmati¢ | | under cath or affirmation, their claims and| said dceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
affirmation, t) i | demands against the estate | | demands against the estate of said deceased, | under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
the estate o”% said deceased, | within six months fromm j wi eix months from this date, or they | demands against the estate of said Jeceased, 
nths from this date, or they | will be forever barred f | will be forever barred from prosecuting or| within six months from thia date, or they 
barred from proses “et x or | recovering the same aga bers | recovering the same against the subscriber.| will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
over rice! ghee. aaa tiint ehh Shar’ JOSEPH AN ! ast the su | REBECCA NELSON recovering the same against the subscribers re 

HE HOWAR {D SAVINGS INSTI oa TION THOMAS J EGAN ‘DOROTH) ABBOT‘ | SHOENHOLZ & SHOENHOLZ, Attorneys MARGARET V. BRAATZ 

CHANALIS, LYNCH & MALONEY, LINDABURY, McCORMICK & ,YMOND Db. YOUNG 60 Pa Pi ROLAND M. HAUCK 
Attorneys ESTABROOK, Attorneys WILLI Att Newark J CHARLES W. MORGAN 
9 Clinton Street No. Broad Street . 1 j Le 19, 26, Ja 2, 9, 216 OSBORN! ( OR NISH & SCHECK, Attorneys Bie 
Newark 2, N. J abeth, N. J 1 : 
LJ. Dec. 26, Jan. 2 16, 23 Dec. 26, Jan. 2, 9, 16, 2% L.J 9, 16, 23 Da h 
masa a << _ E E IF ELMER L 
STATE Of NE W JE -RSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY EW JERSEY i — 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE OF STATE lan t the 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION , Db ISSOL UTION I wE Surrog 

7 to whom these presents may come,| To all io whom these presents may come, 7 t L m these reser m com ex his y I 

Greeting Greeting Greetin e und a 

WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | WHEREAS, It appears to my sat I WHEREAS, I t s 7 

by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated rec of the i e | de 

ngs to the voluntary dissolutio: thereof fi the volunt I I - Gisso.utl 1 f | subser b 

by the unanimous snsent f all the stock- é are ms COI of all the stoc t a t sto ms s L 
holders, deposited in my offic © that , deposited ffice that eposited i office tk said d rs 

KAY-TITE COMPANY JAY EMM “RE ALTY CORP 1944 HOLDINGS ! 

corporation of this State, cincipal | 4 corporation of tate, whose principal | a i tion of tl > § ! 

office is situated No. Street, | Office is situated t le, ice 18 8 

nt Tow of s ounty of | in the City I he T a 

Essex, State of Kay, | State of State MeGLY on 
being the ¢ thers f being the age gt 17 A t 
upon whom . ipon whom 4 rk. 2. N. J > 
complied complied with ye <6, J - peius 
Corporatio orporation ‘ wor ee ee ao 4 
of New . issuing | of New N¢ i : 
I this Certificate of tion i this t OF I 1inar z 
NOW | THEREFORE, 1e Secretary of | NOW, Ow sed f this Cert Di a 
State of the State of New. Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the P S it ADI NOW THE! R cE Ford I , 
Ceraify t oe the said corporation did, on the | Certify that the I IR S £ ( State of New rs 
tighteenth day of Decemp 1957, file in| Eighteenth day Ninete his t Cer that the said cor i 
my office a duly executed and attested consent | my office a ft S De re 
nh writis to the dissolution of said cor- | in writing s g . 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | poration, 1 4 
hereo which said consent and the record | thereof, which r aff a ‘ 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings ‘ v J nands ayvainst the j 

a omy said as provided by lav } in my said office as provided by law : th s nths r t 

IN TESTIMONY sWHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I t cay" or ee 
fiave hereto set my hand and af have hereto set my hand and af- v4 ¢ TIMON x u 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton fixed my official ‘ ° on G I se 
this Eighteenth day of December, this Eighteenth r, = ete De ( , 

Seal) A.D one thousand nine hundred | (Seal) A.D., one thousa ‘ _ th 
and tifty-seven. | and fifty-seven L.J.—D 26, Jan sand e a 
EDWARD J. PATTEN | EDWARD J. PATTEN, \ — 

Secretary of State | Secretary of State. : STATE OF 
LJ Dec. 26, Jan. £ $21.60 | L.J Dec. 26, Jan. 2, 9 $21.60 : aaa ) $21.60 DEPARTM! 
ae enti tlic ciloadicde +--+ = —— ge aaa ae Pereieok =" CERTIFICATI J 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSE x. STATE OF NEW JERSEY To a to hom th : | 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE | DEPARTMENT OF STATI DEPARTMENT OF STATI ireetin (SEY 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION ( ERTIF ICATE OF DISSOLUTION WHEREAS, I N1 : Sealy : 

Vo all to whom these presents may come,| Tv all to whom these presents may come 7 vt these presents ma ome, du th ae DISSOLUTION 
Greeting: Greeting: Greeting g : may £ 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It ears to 8 mn, | t 

by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated ree f proceed luly a ) 1 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof } in for the voluntary thereot s < 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the unanimous consent of all tl stock a 

holders, deposited in my office that | holders, deposited in my office that | 
LACKAWANNA REALTY COMPANY SUZANNE FABRICS, INC 

a corporation of this State, whose principa! | a corporation of this State, whose pring e 

office is situated at No Main Street, | office is situated at No. 175 Market Str | {> 

in the City of East Orange, County of Essex, in the City Paterson, County of Passaic, t 

State of New Jersey (Stanley L. Gedney, Jr., | State of New Jersey (Martin . Mandon, f 

being the agent therein and in charge thereof being the agent th and in charge theres I 

ipon whom process may be served), has | Upon whom process may be served) s t 

comp lied with the requ irements of Title 14, | complied with the require ments a 

neral, of Revised Statutes | ( orporations, General, of 3 
pre liming ary to the issuing | of ar Ww be rsey, preliminary ( 
‘ate of Dissolution | of i icate of Dissolution i 

NOW, THE it EFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THI REFORE, I, t A 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb State of the State of New Jersvy, r 

Certify that the said corporation did, on the | Certify that the said corporation t . 

Kighteenth day of December, 1957, tile in| Eighteenth d¢ December, t b 

my offi a duly executed and attested consent | my office a duly d Wes 

in writing to the dissolution of said cor- in writing e: 

poration, executed by all the stockholders | peration, exe« t 

thereof, which said consent and the record | thereof, which said 1 . ; 

of the proceedings aforesaid are now on tile | of the proceedings afor f 1 ceed ‘ é 1 

in my said offic as provided by law. jin my said ¢ e as provided by law 1 off vide Ww rent kes aie ahead stebee } » 

IN TIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 I TESTIMONY WHEREO! I ' uy 1 eas provided \ d: 
have ‘he ‘reto set my hand and at have hereto set hand and’ af ha set my hand jand ’ ire STIMONY HEREOF 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton fixed my Mi ial at Trenton ficial sea ever “ele Fee “ - ppuae a d 
this Eighteenth day of December, | this 2e1 rf ie at this Ninete h da EDM ARD J. PATTEN - ¢ vita 7 

(Seal) A.D, one thousand nine hundred | (Seal) A.D line ft = zi AI oa sand 1 te af State : Ms wd PSL = mere 4 

and fifty-seven. | and fifty-sev+ t LJ I 26 Js in. 2, 9 $21.60 Sea A.D . one isand nine hu } 
EDWARD J. PATTEN | EDWARD J.P ATTEN, PATI — ae $k ea eee 
Secretary of State. | Secretary of St cep STATE OF NEW JE EDW ARD J I ATI x t 
1..J.—Dee. 26, Jan. 2, 9 $21.60 | L.J.—Dee. 26, Jan. 2 9 ’ $21.60 DEPARTMENT OF . eee gal a 
—— f) $$ RTIFICATI > DISSOLUTION 1..J.—J 2. 9, 1 $2 t 
ees cup Write aaeany | Ss acanie ise aace : Sane eee , CERTIFICATE OF MISSOLUTIOY es —_—_— 
b , é , I 2 , te hom these ser may come . > . ~ 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF OF STATE Greet eo emer or ie Dollars 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION WHERI : NT OF STATE £ 
= lo ’ a +} P . OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come, To a tu whom these sents may me vd Vu i si 
Greeting: Greeting CEE PLESERES ey s 5 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS nai k ee ee Stotent $ 

by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly auther d y ¢ Starts reabigitce i 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the EONARD Sapa iar : : te ting 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the unanimo < t ai F 4 

holders, deposited in my office that | holders, deposited in my offi e th ’ . nage 
RIDATO CORPORATION | WORLD-WIDE MILLWORTH OF pial 1QTT 

a corporation of this State, whose principa’ | NEW JERSEY : pine wee 

office is situated at No. 8 South Day Street, | a corporation of this State, whose pri ft 2 2 £9 ¢ 

in the City of Orange, County of Essex, | office lated at No. 415 - 60th Street, i Pleasa Av el ths AR ay ete 

State ‘of New Jersey (Frank J. Murray, | the f West New York t f Hu aD t r s t 4 Stat @N d I 

being the agent therein and in char, f, | son, f N son M } a a cells 

upon Ww hom process may be served) | t » n Arce t ihe a =i 

com ~d with the requirements of 7 ipo oo 7 at = 1 od 

Corporations, Gene of Revisi | com] le hents ! Ran * p 1 

of New Je cin He = liminary to | Corporations, ’ dad Stat “aie ccptict 34 ® \ 7 

ff this > of Dissolution }of New Jer iminary to the isst ssuing Rel Saieet Sf 
NOW, THEREFORE, I the Secretary jof this Cert of Dissol mes sac ats NOW, THEI : 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | NOW rity Kk 1 FOR kK, 1 etar NOW, THERE! aie ves acs bh. 

Certify that the said corporation did, on the | State of the State of t t e Stat Car ; b; 

Eighteenth day of December . tite in | Certify that the said t | ae i 3 

my office a duly executed and att ed consent Nineteenth day of Ie : Hei ” 

in writing to the dissolution of said cor my office a duly exect vie acid r ex es s a - 

poration, executed by all the stockholders | in) writ to the ting t SO _ = + 3 +} ' 
thereof, which said consent and the record | poration, executed | ©xe te 2 ¢ , os 4 : 

of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | thereof, which said w sa . . es cc . 

nomy sid offee as provided by law. of the proceedings Lu gs “td } ; 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | miy said ot : ” 3 : 
have hereto set hand and af- | IN TESTI MONY _WHEREOF a 
fixed my official at Trenton, | lereto ¢ . = eI 
this Eighteenth day of December, fixed my n ft +t . ae pit 

(Seal) A.D o thousand nine hund: this this N eer — e. eaeN A Peuing 

and fifty-seven Seal) - D Ne A.D tl more ear , N 
EDWARD J. PATTEN d si and f ve a gaa s 
Secretary of State E Dw AR D EDWARD J EDW AK » J. Ber: 
L.3.-—Dec, 26, Jan. 2, 9 821.60 | ( Secret fs STATE OF NEW JERSEY : hae” a sy ent 
2) ee a0 | 1 26, Jan. 2. 9 $21.60 DEPARTMENT OF STATE L.J.—Dec. 19, 28. Jan. 2 $21" 5 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY | —--—---— —_— —_——— | CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT —~i 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE OF NE w JERSEY STATE OF NEW BY STOC KHOLDERS ; TO DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY a 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION DE 7 ARTME NT OF STATI | DEP Sagat NT OF i ¢ ym these presenta may come, TMENT OF STATE peer 
Yo all to whom thes presents may come, | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | CE ‘ATE OF DISSOLUTION I I OF DISSOLUTION - t 
7 to whom these esents | 7 m t nts n I s satisfactior T Pat hom these presents may t 
C . It appears to my satisfaction, | Grreeting | _ the proceed- 

by ithenticated record of the proceed- | WHEREAS, It appears Satis H ‘ion thereof AS. It wars 

ings for the voluntary disso 1 thereof | by duly authenticated 1 1 } t uy authent ted 

by the unanimous consent of the stock- | inzs the voluntary diss ereof | f v tary rr 

holders, deposited in my office that | ! e stock- | nanimous consent st gSe 
THE ENGINEERING AND MACHINE h that | s. de sited in my of at 
OO. IN | Ss ES N¢ F G. HOLDING CO.. INC 

a < wration of this State, whose principal se this Sta idceuetel. . : ter, por f this State ’ P - 

office is situated at No. Davis Street, | « s situate t No. 24 Con 1 and in charge fice is 1 at No. 31 treet 

in the Town of Harrison, y of Hudson, | i! e City Newark, ty | ess may be served), the Ne Cc a 

$ . New Jersey ( 1 D. Wansta } State ff New Jersey s ey | requirements of Title! State Ters r rst 

1 agent therein and in charge there being the there lin cl nerai. of Revised Stat- g tl vent therein ret 

pon whom process may be served), pon whom ss i b ser ! nary t the ‘ es 

complied with the ments of Title mplied witl requirements of tle 14 as r . S t ~ ts consent n t T re 

Corporations, Genera Revised Statutes rporat s ul Rev tutes | 14. ¢ r Ss, Ge Revised Statute t he t . . 

— Jersey ry to the issuing j of New Tersey r 1 ry I ss Ne st r ry the issuing I, EDWARD J. PAT- s 4 
Certiticat Disseclution }of this ticate Dissolut t ( f State of tion 
NOW THEREFORE. I, the Seeretary of vow, THER EFORE. 1 Secretary NOW Seeretar that the Secretary 
he State of New Jersey Do lierebys Stat 1 State New Jers Do Hereby State s He aaa day Do Here 
t} d P Se on the | om ti a Ce n r duly ¢ ¢ lid < 
ay : 7. file in|’ PD 1957 Ninete writing to! ! I Decer 1957 
ted ittested consent ted and attested st my off t I executed | n ffi rd xeented it - 
dissolution of said cor liss t f w £ liss t said rest of the wr z ft th liss t es 2 
by all the stockholders | po by a i rs t \ t all t stock! certificate rat exeeuted by t stock 
( consent and the record | t whic vid sent t 1 Ww oa Ss t 1 the re > aforesaid | ther hich s 1 s t 1 the re 
the proceedings aforesaid are now | e proce es afores e new edings resaid are now on fice as provided r lings vid are now £ 
ny said « as provided by law ny said \ said off Ss provided by : anita ain o mae wd b 
IN rESTIMONY WHEREOF I IN IN STIMONY WHE REOF. I IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I w TE RES F 
ha set my hand at i hav et my) f have Tet set ried hand and af- hand 1 
fix official seal, rr nton tix at Trenton sea ’ 
this iteenth day I) ber this T ty 1 D r - : 

Seal) A.1) thonsand nine dre Syl A.D Isat Ss Seal) g + sand 1 s 
as fifty-sever and tift and fifty-sever 2 
EDWARD J. PATTEN EDWARD J PATTEN EPWARD J fi 2 ATTEN. 

Secretaru of State t State Secretarn of State 

Pe De 6. Jan. 2. 9 $21.69) Ld Jan. 2. 9. 1¢ $21.60 L.J.—D $21.60 | I..J.---Ie 26 Jan. 2 
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Dated: November 27, 1957 
OF EVA KIELB, deceased 
to the vurder of AUVKRIAN M. 


Jk., Surrogate of the County of 


this day made, on the application of 


ignued, Executor of said deceased, 


hereby given to the creditors uf 
decrased, tu exhibit to the subscriber 
oath or alfirmation, their claims and 


vods agalpst tue estate of said deceased, 
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six months from this date, 
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or 
oarred from prosecuting 


they 


forever or 








the same against the subscriber. 
HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
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LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
ESTATE OF IDA HARRISON also known | SHERIFF'S SALE STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
as TILLIE HARRISON, formerly IDA | COUNTY ) DrPARTMENT OF STATE | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
FRANK, deceased. ESSEX COUNTY l NO. | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
NOTICE UF SETTLEMENT }  A-51—Joseph skal Mi- | To all to whom these presents may come,| Tv ail to whom these presents may come, 
N e is here given that the accounts | chael Moskal, de jant Greeting: 
t sxecutor of the Last Wi!l } By virtue of stated writ of | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
1 IDA HARRISON, also | executi h, to me expose | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duiy ees ated record of the proceed 
HARRISON, formerly iu Room B-16, | ings tor the. voluntary dissolution thereof | ings fer the voluntary dissolution thereof 
‘ceased, will be audited and Newark, on Tuesday, | by the unanimous consent of all a stock- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
irrogate and reported for | lar bext, at 1:30] holders, deposited in my office tha holders, deposited in my —. Perk 
Essex County Court, Pro- | Ti right, title BERGEN BUILDERS SUPPL Y INC. ESSEX INANCE & “TORS 
Tuesday, the 14th day of | d defendant, | a corporation of this State, whose principal CORPOR: ATION 
ir of land aud | office is sittrted at No. 24 Commerce Street, | a corporation of this State, whose principa 
r 26, 1957. g being in the City | in the City OP-Newark, County of Essex, | office is situated at No. 1060 Broad Street, 
JAMES DUGAN r New Jersey. | State of New Jersey (Sidney Lipstein, | in the y of Newark, County Essex 
Attorney side of Fleming | being the agent therein and in charge thereof. ot New Jersey (Samuel leshuck 
avenue (formerly Bow s at a point | upon whom process may be served), bias ig the agent therein and in charge thereof‘, 
, rner ot the | complied with the requirements of Title 14, | upon whom process may be served), has 
19, 26 Jan. 2 t; thence running | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
: lout conveyed | of New ies preliminary to the issuing | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY Fox and para jof this ¢ ificate of Dissolution. of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
/EPARTMENT OF STATE to t nee westerly | NOW, tHE REFORE, I, the Secretary of | of this Certiteate of Dissolution 
‘{TIFICATE OF DISSOLT TION and parallel to | g 25 feet; | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
0 m Sé €8 $s may come northerly I 4 » Lexington | Certify that the said corporation did, on the | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Greeti 1U0U) feet leming avenue; thence | Thirteenth day of December, 1957, file in Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
HEREAS, It ars t I 2 the place | my office a duly executed and attested consent Pwenty-siath day of December, 1957, file in 
t r ; in writing to the dissolution of said Cor- | my office a duly executed and attested consent 
: tar lis \ ¥Y Fleming | poration, executed by all the stockholders | jn writing to the dissolution of said cor 
Je ) lereol, Which said consent and the record executed by al! the stoekholders 
Judgment | « the proceedings aforesaid are now on file which s consent and the record 
> sum ot in my swid office as provided by law. re foresaid are now on file 
P : IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 my said provided by law. 
2 have hereto set my hand and af ; I IMONY WHEREOF, I 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, have hereto sect hand and af 
2, 1957 this Thirteenth day of December tixed my official at Trenton 
IUFFY Sheriff (Seal) A.D one thousand nine hundred this Twenty-sixth day of December, 
k -\ttorney and Dity-seven (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
2 $27.09 LDWAR D J. PATTEN, and fifty-seven 
iceaaiteceassail Secretary of State EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
L.J.—D 19, 26, Jan. 2 $21 ad Secretary of State 
Jnana aa -| LJ. Jan, 2, 9, 16 $21.40 
SPATE OF NEW JERSEY ————— 
Z ay. DEPARTMENT OF STATE | eo - ww . 
2 g ithorizin CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | pa i BB 
NUCK, SE REE gare DP eee SO ERE ERE ee ee CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
rtd ols eae a - “| ee ae To als to whom these presents may cume, 
. ih : NOCK, and MARI spectively. | WHEREAS, It appears tu my satisfaction, | Greeting: 
said s r+ 5 | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
; Ada S als ings tor the vVoluutary dissolution § thereof t tu! fie 2 i sord of th need- 
Jo s i Sb by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 29 GUjy authenticated record of the proc 
i off ~ hnidave. donoatted ia maa oaiee, shat ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
\ | a - 5 " | H . in . : by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
erage a 1 Pt « Db. HOLDING CU., INC. 
ese “z ‘ gy ‘ : holders, deposited in my office that 
xed 1 flicia iren ad: telah bance tate Matacic set ab secigh iebrandy CALDWELL BOWLING CENTER, INC 
Sixteenth Irene office is sit pee 1¢ Academy Street, his Stat Whose principal 
. 4 sa tine ire also k u é ewark, County of Essex, it No. 315 Bloomfield Ave 
" A t s f (Julius A. Feinberg } t i 
i. 7 An |b and in charge thereof ER OF CAMe er wee ee 
D J. PATTEN . : = : New Jersey (George Wood 
fog ip nay be served), has 
Ss ¢ . the agent therein and = in 
26, Ja 9 $21.60 ; quirements of Title 14, | cnarge th of, n whom process may be 
7 = = 2 of Revised Statutes ee hs co papain 7 



















































































































































served). has complied with the requirements 












































NEW JERSEY eA Sane - pasaiil x Bing sorte ane | of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revis 
IENT OF STATI ‘ ; I. the Secretary of | Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
OF DISSOLUTION SLATE OF 3 Bhsky State of the = w Jersey Do Hereby | issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
ry resents m ase DEPARTMENT ¢ STATE Certify th: Stat a of 3 New J ar atl NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
( SU ION Thirte nah aan , Dec sail ge ae oe “fs | State of the State of New Jersey. Vo Hereby 
ae may ¢ <i > : we og: = | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
my office a duly ited nd attested consent | Twenty-sixth day of December, 1957, file. in 
: satisfactio in writing to a ee einnncen said cor- my ottice a duly executed and attested con- 
proceed. | PeTation, executed by all the stockholders | yent in writing to the dissolution of said 
Shacae hereof, which said consent and the record | corporation, executed by all the stockholders 
aa se i I the pr edings aforesaid are now on tile | thereof, which said consent and the record 
Bi 7 my office as provided by law of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I} in my said office as provided by law. 
: have hereto set my hi ind and af- | IN TESTIMONY WHEKBUF, I 
y 4 at Trenton, | have hereto set my hand and af- 
( S2 | nber. | fixed my official seal, at ‘Trenton, 
| (Seal) ne sundred his Twenty-sixth day of December 
s | and fifty-seven. (Seal) A.D oe thousand nine hundred 
f, > i) QT | and tifty-seven. 
aa senna a ne | EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
‘ -_ ri ri Aedes sie L.J.—Dec. 19, 26, Jan. 2 $21 60 | LJ an 2 ee State. wales 
2 = ° New Jersey pre t the ssuing | ~ — =| aS . 
\ RI t Seer - this Certil Dated: December 10, 1957 ca die - nin socal 
St f Shas Teeree Been NOW, THEREFOR Secretary of | ESTATE OF REBECCA BETLY SAMITT | Sree teen aa Gee 
t i. on the | State of the Sta N Do also kuown as BETTY SAMITT, deceased | tira britney nthe il bed tata 
~ I ” 157 I Ue that the sa lid, On the Vursuant to the order of AUDRIAN M. | CERTIBICATE UF Dist O2IGS 
at | 5 1y ID 7 | FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | /% a ee 
> Sen office P ity baer BI ease | sreeting 
= 2 : 1 ee S : at I i Racusnee Po gpioe ig vl WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
' és pora ¢ eds notice is acai nived th the Atace ot | 2 duly authenticated record of the proceed 
: ther . b sa ' duid deceased. to exhibi¢ to the eulbeesitee! 00... the voluatary dissolution thereof 
aoe rae i caged »  omaanaeetaae ‘ } vy the unanimous consent of all the stock 
i J v jJuder oath or affirmation, their claims and] yojgers, deposited in my office that 
‘ STIMO Ww OF W against the estate of said deceased, | VALLEY COMPANY 
O} m s from this date, or they], , . 7 this State. whose 
t S I ’ ial! srever barrea from prosecuting or fice tuated at Ne. 744 Broa 
Ss D - I ) recovering tue same against the subscriber. th r f Newark. County of Ess 
: ; I JOSEPH SAMITI , . / 
‘ see cy LR GeTUS RIRee ; State New Jersey Gh HL. Thayer Martin 
7 a oT and f 4% So ( rae elug the agent therein ard in charge tuerevf, 
N J. EDWALR : iranian a ipou Whem process may be served), bas 
Spi ie aca” hee o ‘umplied with the requirements of JLitie 14, 
- - 9 $21.6 I , OF 292 or sid ’ uorporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
eras eee: es , a ancien a if New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
STAT 1F NEW ST E oO} Ey STATE OF NEW JERSEY f this Certificate of Dissolution. 
PA [ENT OF /EPAR TE DEPARTMENT OF STATE NOW, 1 HEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
Fie | SSOLUTION TIF! “TION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
, yr ] , a 4 aes 1 a tu whom these presents may cor ertify that the said weigh geniahe ahha ens on the 
4 A Greeting Pwent t v of BD ember, 1957, file in 
2 F 8 IER Ss t WHEREAS, It appears t satisfacti ° ! executed a ttested consent 
t roceed her 1 co. nh writing to the Siaaclutton of said cor- 
roof ; | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
t k ‘eg | thereof, which said consent and the record 
Fine f the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle 
CORPOR ON ? Ul ke ~ - in my said office as provided by law : 
S ’ Rep Sin aap: : IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
N 19 o Géeaat have hereto set my hand and af 
r Cou x ss | fixed my official seal, at ‘I'renton, 
S Com T r s ss ; | venty-sixth da " 
; : Ss N J r | Se A.D ne th sand nine handed? and 
“ % -t nfty seven 
4 qyarre EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
( ‘ R ed § t ieee 2, 9, 16 $21.6 
Nixs ; t ines ate rAKI NOTION t Mia t 
SECTETAE OM THEREFO! ant Ww ‘ p t the 
N 5 D ler < } Star Ess ( La , sioOr n the 
r aie = t rot Ju t 1G58 i 2:00) o'elor 
Six ¢ T 957 l in Sixte > - } aft it he } ex ¢ t Court 
Z a ne . ! 1 ¢ ju Ne New Jerse for authority 
5 salu writing | is Mia Katherine 
7 + t lers ; ex | Govgin 
? Pes . . ace rg MARION KATHERINE BANNERMAN 
IN STIMONY WHEREO! ] IN TESTIM OF. ] IN WHEREOP, 1} 4 1 Ave 
heret t r f herv id af have hand and af- i? \ 
! © oF n tixe enton fixed 1, at Trenton, 16 ; $10.08 
S f ecen r this §s eas t) : of December, | : a 
. ‘ < A.D Sea A.D., one thousand ni indred - 
ty-s and ‘ and fifty-seve TAKE NOTICE That the dersigned 
‘ J N E J EDWARD 7. PATTI N to the Essex County Court, Court 
r f Secret Secretary of State | Ho Newark New Jerses on January 
2 J 2-9 $21.60 J D 6 ) 321.81 J Te« 19, 26, Jan. 2 $21.60} 29 t 2:00 he afternoon for a 
—_—— i i ___ | —_———————— = ee idem iwsum ¢ ame LOWELL! 
OF } STATE OF NEW JERSEY HAROLD d 
DEPARTME DEPARTMENT OF STATE utasy 
“ICATE © TION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION . 
m t nay come,| To a to whom these presents may come : sited 
Greeting ; iT , * 
tion WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 24 Branford Place 
* roceed by di 1uthenticated ree the proceed- Newark New Je s( Pee 
s thereof I the ) ya ution thereof | 1-4 Jan. 2, 9, 16, 25 99.4% 
stock- an us consent wil the stock- | - 
J intr ff holders, de ted in my office that } I * the mal 
DRUGS COLORPLUS CORPORATION FARE Shere ew 
. s S$ 4 ¢ this State, whose principal | apy 
r N # ui at No. 548 South 11th Street, | +), tery 
Or n the City f Newark, County of Essex | Cit x ind State 
s rlow State of New Jersey (Newman B. Sheppard, | op vow J withorizing 
ther z ereof, | | g the azent therein and in charge thereof, | ,,, : . Dotola 
S has v process may be served), has p La Detola i 
er le 14 requiremen “a> a ae 4 
tut } so 
pr ’ a 
nana oe << Seha ‘ & Schanerma Eisqs 
tol mccsh Pat a 24 Branford Place 
~ Hos Be ae Os bbe 2 Newark, New Jerse 
‘ , Attorneys f \y 1 
oes n did, on the | Certify that the s . t Ls 2, 9, 16, 2 £10.71 
¥ x * ad + ———_—_—_-_-—— — 
- S t ting t t TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
t t execut s ; apply to the Essex County Court, Court 
sent ther w h 8 re r House, Newark, New Jersey a 
us res c Zz ‘ g said now on file 1958 at 2:00 p.m. for a j 
r ft ’ izing them to assume the na ‘ € 
N s ONY IN TEST ) rESTIMONY I| ROGERS and ANN MARIE ROG ERS, re 
re set have } t aif have } set nm nd af- | spectiveiy 
ff s fixe 1" t rrentor xed ficial sea it Srauian GEORGE RAZANATSKAS 
} this S r th 1 h lay ¢ of December, ANNA MARIE RAZANATSKAS 
> 4.1.) s 1 Sea A.D Se A.D I sand nine ndred | JOHN S G!IAVA 
sever and =f and fifty-seven Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ww J TTEN I EPWARD J PATTEN 1060 Broad Street 
v r f f § Nerretaru of State Newark 2, New Jersey 
), 26, Jan. 2 $21.60) £.3.—D J 2 $21.60 19 Jan. 2 $21.60 | L.J.—Dee. 12, 19, 26, Jan. 2 $10.08 








81 N. J. L. J. Index Page |; 


Pagé Twelve NEW ss LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, JANUARY 2, 1958 
NN 

































































































































| . 7 
Essex Weekly Call Leen Guild Again Appears As Amicus | Passaic Trials | CLASSIFIED 
; : ee In Sheiner Case | BEFORE SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE ADVERTISING 
ee ater One | ROBERT H. DAVIDSON | 
SS ) ) {T 7 
nee eT EDR Pee : TRIALS et | EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNIT} 
Frapay, Jaxt me's Another appeal is now pénd- Reasons and Grounds ar i le 
ee Cas Sepeias Coan: ing before the Supreme Court of: “As stated, the origin of the! — ‘ohn), 493. N 
Judge case ier P. Waugh, Florida in the disbarment pro- proceeding was a United States} F: — ATTORNEY 
ecoregion tage Pa pallies ceedings instituted by the State Senate Committee hearing held | STYMIED? = 
4,153, 56%, 610. 66, 691, 703, 758, 83%, | against Leo Sheiner, the unusual in New Orleans, La., at which BEFORE SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE a nt chances for adva \ 
S65, 936, 9 068, Os 1126, (1197. 1862 . . Sy ES | m Spe Genyttieg in : ‘ , n offer excellen es fc ‘ a 
O12), 1208. 253" fork. Toei. pana’ 43°") feature of which is that the the appellee was a compulsory KOBERT H. DAVIDSON i: our Cale Dope te ad 'amnitted oe = 
1912 12 12 1273 294, 13 301 é . : ae ; i 
te girs ai lav, 1405. State is the appellant from a witness. The questions he con- TELALS nen with Law 
10 2 1 1428, 1450, 1451 0 ar . ° . . : ° 
1483, 1490. 1503) 1509 2, 1525, 1539 decision of the Circuit Court oi sidered proper and pertinent, he f 
Ie9h Ison delt deat! {agl. 1582, 159%, | Dade County which is in favor answered; those he judged ft Se 
eee of Sheiner. otherwise, he refused to answer. 
‘ef amicus. filed by That his judgment was sound ALLSTATE ' 
Announcement In the brief amicus, filed by That his judgment was soun c 
BAS ae at igs is borne out by the Committee’s 
aes permission of the Florida Su- ~~ seediuday salt, Wabek. tainidiahing tiaaal 13 
Alfred W. Kiefer and Christian preme Court, the Guild states: is ha own a dor Pre ars th P.W. 4 at _ INSURANCE Co. 
Bollermann have formed a part- “In its brief filed with this court /% 44 Clee hig ny Pe 2 P.W. 9 at 2 PM Piers St saahaaiaie | 
nership for the practice of law on the appeal of the respondent ie ese e — . th a | 
° sas ° . oner »SS1 a g 
at 173 Main Street, Hackensack, from the initial judgment of dis- . aa. Ge ong pelea — = | 
under the name of Kiefer & /barment herein, the National hi - th aca ash t d sivoelal pe pn A igi ges 
Bollermann. Mr. Bollerman re- Lawyers Guild pointed out that ° ane Acc tage lag Pi af ciated 
cently resigned as a Deputy At- fundamentally this proceeding ™ tient iat domennaalliane ‘age and 
torney General of New Jersey is an attack upon the independ- *@ GiS¢/P/Inary p sais ane f 
= en , ; eae eee Yet this occurrence was 2 
ence of the bar, in that it was whet. aneceitaieds <kiiun es S 
ROY GRIFFITH JONES | apparently motivated by re- CoGings A Miami - attorney 
spondent’s political beliefs an ree . : t 
PATENT ATTORNEY oo sae sia ane brought it to the attention of | ‘ 
. ass Ss. “2 : . 
Formerly Patent Advisor, the Wade County Circuit Court, f. 
— ge of the “rid hat issue still inheres in which ordered proceedings to D 
Chamber of Commerce Bidg., this proceeding and on this ap- be instituted against the ap- Fear, Bor 4 ti 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J ‘ — ; é ne 
Mitchell 3-6136 peal. But we believe there is also. pellee. San t of L 
involved a broader consideration “A proceeding to disbar was| esraw Ave., 7 pe T EMPLOYMENT WANTED - Sch 
the right of any practicing at- commenced, but now the grounds rH H. S YOUNG ATTORNEY, 31. 
NORMAN N. POPPER torney to be secure in his office alleged were not merely that he | —_ ext qua Sta 
REGISTERED PATENT and profession against removal had asserted the Fifth Amend-| Bulk Income Tax Forms Union County. Box 441 Guy 
ATTORNEY oe i pee conduct so ment to questions put to him | Available a a ce eich O'B 
1 SS ¢ *"naracte 10e en > % j . -OR ADMITTED 4 —s 
: € ‘ > 7 } Was < > 2 > eel see cwant iE See 
Michell 2-1406 ii 4a tales andi henotabls moe lace coe ec an Oe | a ee Tt. St, r Escex ¢ Box 443 D 
Pets 0 fairly and honorably repre- that he was a member of num-|, ; we 
Services available to attorneys only sent his clie ” ; trict Director of Internal Rev- is ae eo ees issu. 
sent his clients. erous organizations which ad- lenue of the Newark District  ®PCPATLY apMIT?rED ATTORNEY Ske Us. 
iseciiaiaanaiy me en ote . . ‘ e S C + v association with activ sergen Mu i os 
pitied oy Rodige snag bs announced today that individual | S:. Veteran. married. write Box 440. i lo. 
-titaiggg ctl amone others, | ‘@XPayers who filed an income) .yr¢ yorne arrorNey, BROAD T17 Di 
“ Communist Party. Southern | t@X return in the Newark District | | eatin experience including | negiiges. _ enge 
me ie ee a soc “Welfare last year can expect to receive | commercial: law plun 
sae naga Youth Congress | their individual income tax) jit Pt las of St 
on hae irs |forms and instructional booklets} in activ- law office or wi Def 
and the National Lawyers Guild. | ly by , hortly | Be: 422 rin 
In addition, he was charged with | | directly by mail on or s oy = Gee 
- | after penasinesicd 3, 1958. TION PRACTITIONERS, IF ¥ deliv 
having refused to answer ques- | ape : i tee requires the f The 








Grand Jury, a matter which | | attorneys — others requiring | “rs Z 1 

tions presumably was confidential. frog paige 3 rane Nall | SECRETAR realy 

orporatio “Since then there have been | tain them by writing | 4. Call E a 

ent “hits” with new and old ya Power three hearings and three ap-|ark Office of Internal Revenue | ~~“ —~ oe — ae 

are al with exclusive self-filing peals in this proceeding. /at 1060 Broad Street, Newark 2, FOR RENT pine 
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“Ist, appellee was ordered dis-| tax forms required will be in lawe suite. v se ot sive law library | Ag Kr 
barred on the first hearing, not| excess of four pounds, authori- | “““™" _ Defer 
MINUTES - upon proof of any of the charg- | pation to ship the forms collect _FOR SALE ipte 
Om reaver en es, but because he asserted the! sould be included by the re- |———— a eemeeeaeel 
DoKn Fifth Amendment when ques- questor. cee: ata MCTUAL BENR?: One ; 
tioned by the Trial Court as to . Life Ins. Co. Law Libra 00 Se t the c 
‘ ic 9 , chi ere eae Ree Book Cases ally nditi ‘ie 
a ary Reser ony ef tions. However, in its brief on | $3.00 per s 2.00 tone: $2.00 bee he wi 
= —— ie “Sprig ii " S| this appeal, the State urges as| 95 prance gh Pam tk ee a abe 
ggg oe 1 Pig og the sole question on appeal, ae 
© 20NNS< 2] - ’ : 
-* a ae poe = al- | whether appellee’s assertion of SERVICES FOR LAWYERS nies 
ford no basis for disciplinary|tne Fifth Amendment when ee 3 
action | ! HANDWRITING EXPERT, EXAMI 
aa d —— d .., | questioned by the Senate Com-| 4 1 documents. J Howard Hart 
2nd, on the second hearing, | mittee does not warrant his dis- aoky 2 ae 





appellee was again ordered dis- 
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barred, but this time for mem- f : i aa eee 
. . “ - P Q| > res 5 ige 3u a 
bership in the Communist Party.|, “S° after three years, three) | ve ores 
This finding was based solely on hearings and three appeals, the | - —— — ——__—_—_—— 
j . ba situation is back where it start- I LAWYER ‘WILL PREPAE 
testimony of a notorious, profes- | * d caer 7 Baits if this t q | —Driefs and opinions in own office. Bor $* 
sional informer, imported by the ,&@ €Xactly as if this court, an ——— : 
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| the United States Supreme Court 
had never spoken and as if all 
the occurrences that have ex- ep 
posed the insubstantiality of the oe 


case had never transpired. Ob- 
CREDIT REPORTS: 


viously, had there been a sub- 
NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


State from Pittsburgh. The test- 
imony of that witness was sub- 
sequently held so questionable 
by the Solicitor General of the 
United States that it was brought 
to the attention of the United 
States Supreme Court by him in 
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itional connection with another case 
e Fring Minute Book with Booster $2.00 odditiono Lae ey ‘Lia 1.,| never have been such a shame- WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
ning . me pending before it, in which he ful, costly—and to the appellee MAIL: Bax 640. Mewark-T. Nod 
# Book of Beatuifullylithogrophe 1ad testified. Because of ¢ , costly—<e a 4 aes 
Stock Certificetes ie Re : et i at least—harrowing merry-go- PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
: A HANDSOME OUTHT testimony, the Supreme Court weak = WIRE: Union, N. J. 
OPTIONAL ordered the conviction in that 
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case reversed (Mesarosh v. U. S., 
352 U. S. 1). As a result of the 
foregoing, the parties hereto! 
stipulated to vacate the order of 
disbarment and that the testi- 
mony of that witness be dis- 
regarded. 


ANOTHER — ALL-STATE — IMPROVEMENT “3rd, there being no evidence 


EXTR before the court to sustain any 
A . : of the enumerated charges on 
at NO INCREASE in price : the third hearing, the proceed- | 


ings were dismissed. Now the 
State appeals. On a motion to! 
affirm the judgment below, the 
State set forth as its grounds for 
appeal that errors were commit- 
ted by the Trial Court in the ex- 
clusion of evidence at the hear- 
ing and in refusing to require 
appellee to answer certain ques- 
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